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The Vile Forgeries, Groſs Perverſrons, Black 
Slanders,Plain ContradifFions & Scurrilous Language 
of T. HICKS an Anabaptiſt Preacher, in his Third 
DIALOGUE between a Chriſtian and 3 Quakgr, 
call'd, The Quaker Condemnes, &c. 


B | 11 ſober People, eſpecially thoſe 
y way of Appeal to a ple, (pecully 


Ot 


called c Anabaptiſts in and about the Ciry 


Do —_— 


By 4 Lover of Truth and Peace W. P. 4 


| The Vile Perſon will ſpeak Villary, and bu Heart wil | 
work Iniquity, to prathiſe Hypocriſie,and to utter Error 
againſt the Lord, Ia. 32.6. 

But ye are Forgers of Lyes, ye are all Phyſitians of ns 
value, Job 1 3.4. 
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Reader, Nig 4 | 

T was abtnt a Mon'th after the Publication of 

T. Hickss /z/# Dialogueyer: 1 knew there was 

{ach aPampblet in theWorldyl ;ook treat Care to ges 

it, andthew w'd noleſi Dilivence to peruſe it , which 

having ab#e, 4. ſhall vri:-fly ad faithfully give thee 

my Senſe; both of the Man "and bis Work, and, 1 
hope, ſuffiftent Proof to juſtifie that Accoput: 

. Sore were of the mind, our full and ſober Anſwer 


to bis other ajſingennous Dialogues, with that Re-. 
membrance we gave him of tisown tormerDiſlike: 


and Repreheilſion of that unfair way of writing 


Controvetie, ro ſome of his own. Profeſſion in / 
Wilcfhire, would have had ſom? place with him,and'; 
influence upon him, towards a wore juſt Proceed with 
1% for the fature 5 That inſtead of a Man of Straw, : 


and'a Fool and a Knave of bis own creating (and 


therefore eall'd by him a Quaker, that bo might the / 


better entitle us to bis invented Error, Blaſphemy and 
Immoralities,and bring ws under theOdium that fol- 


lows) we ſhonld have ſeen, if not a real Contrition for. 
the Wrong done ,at leaſt if in the Wrong our ſelves, 


ſome Arguments more fairly given,and tenderly preſt, 
'n order to reclaim: us : But in lie of aſolid & edify- 


ing Corfstation (were we in the Wrong) the Man & | 


beceme reſolv'd and deſperate, without all regard to 
A 2 God, 


= 


4 To the Readcr. 
Cod, Reaſon, Scripture,bis own Credit,and the Reputs 
of bis Party (not a little weakned by bis Carriage) for 
it ſeems n8 matter with him how black the Stratagem 
he, provided it renders but the Quakers and their 
Faith deteſtablsg. And ſo remute i he from the leaſt 
Acknowledement of his farmer Miſcarriages, to wit, 
Forgeries, Perverſions, Evafions, Lycs, Slaun- 
ders and Railings, that with regret 1 ſpeak it, he has 
preſumtuouſly comtinued & advanced 1n that U need 
Prattice, as if he would maintain one Iniquity by the 
doubled Confidence of anather ; increaſing, with the 
number of haDialogues the number of thoſe Impieties, 
for which his other two were [0 frequently rejected of 
ſober and well- diſpoſed People. - Now if the mas be 
ſo bad, and that in his Book too, how his Book can be 
buys is beyond the Skill of any tau tatell us, That 

e deſerves no better Charatter «t any 7o0d man's 
band, and that I write but the very Truth of the Mat- 
fer, I ſhall proceed to manifeſt by (uch Inſtances and 
Evidences, 4s 7 think cannot be juſtly queſtioned of 
either Reaſon or Senſe, : 

Reader, be but intent and impartial iu thy peruſal, 
#nd I defire no more at thy hands to our Vindication 
and ow t avtrſary's witer Shame, Farewel, 
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THE 
Counterfeir Chriſtian 


DETECTED; 


T.Ot long after Tho. Hicks had brought forth 
his firſt piece of Fit;on, being charged by 
ſeveral, as well thoſe that were not of our 

Way, as our own Friends, with having made a Quakgy 
of his own (and no wonder then that he ſhould confute 
him) he, as one concern'd to buoy up his Credit above 
thoſe Aſſaults, writes the Continuation, or Second Part, 
endeavouring to make appear, that he had not wrong'd 
us im his firſt, 4 undertook to conſider thern, and x 
in a Spirit of Moderation, to the People of his Profe(- 
fion, and to him, at moſt, but in a Way of graveRe- 
buke of his Unchriſtian Praftice. In this 1repreſen- 
ted his Forgery, with many other of his Unrighteous 
Dealings towards our Perſons and Profefhon. At this 
he fumed and raged ; and where he might ſafely do it, 


in City and Country, I was a Knve, and I know nat 


how many more Hard Names, that both ſuit his Z. 
uy, predominant Paſſions and ſordid Prattice, to tle 
Diſgrace of his Religious Pretences. But it has ſo hap- 
pened, that about a Year's tune after, he has fs 
it requiſit to give us {ix Sheets, which are to advocate 
his Cauſe, and prove tathe World that I am as <7, 
regant, Abuſive, Prophane, Impertinvemt lar, _ 

AUUCN* 


6 The Counterfeit Chriſtian Detefed, 


abundance of the like Dirt, out-of his foul Pit, which 
he loads almoft every Page withal. $ 
The lntent of this lat Undertaking, © to condemn 
ont of our ow71 Mouth, and ſhew to the World, that we 
verifie what before he had charged upon us, and weſo 
confidently denyed: But if upon Examination, it ſhall 
appear, .that my Charges againſt him remain brm, and 
that by the Aſſiſtance of this laft Da/op we it ſelf,” T hope, 
notwithſtanding his high Rants, mighty Confidence, 
moſt pofitive and dogpmatical Say-/o's, and hard and 
ſcornful-Names,with which he endeavours ta-over-bear 


us, he ſhall be reputed the man we have deſcrib'd him, 


and therefore unworthy of the Name ' of Chriſtian, 


which he untruly gives himſelf in his D:zlogues, 


[ EY 
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E. I. Tho, Hicks proved guilty of Forgery. 


Shall begin with an Account of his Ticke Pages and 
[| what he.promiles his Reader there ; The Quaker con- 
demned out of his own Month, or an Anſwer to W. Penn's 
Book,, entityled, Reaſon againſt Railing, and'Trath a- 
gainſt Fiction; wherein WP. hath confeſſed, That if 
thoſe things.objetted againſt the Quakers in two former 
Dialogues be true, that then a Q;:2key 15 quite another 
thing then a Chrifian. That thoſe Metttrs heretofore 
ebjetted were arid are real Truths, and no Fittions uful- 
ly. cleared and evinced m this Third Dialogne berween 4 
Chriſtian 4nd « Quaker, by THOMA'S HICKS, 
Tit. Pag. | 
That a 2gaker 1s, Condemned out of Tho, Hicks's 
Fovth, 1s no Wonder to me; but that he ſhould be 
1 We | {Ot 


T. Hicks &wilty of Forgery. 7 
Condemned out of his own,” would be ſtrange, "and 1$> 
we hope; a Task too difficult for him 'to'ſfurmount. 
However, he tells us, that what things he objeCteda- 
gainſt us 1n his former D:alosnes,calledFiftions by ts, arc 
cleared and evinced to be no Fictions, but real Traths by 
him : This ts either true or falſe; if true, we are wrong ; 
if falſe, T. Hicks is ſtill to be reputed a Forgen, 

He ' that would clear. himfelf from any Charge, 
muſt be ſure'to take into his Anſwer the Matter of that 
Charge, or he ſhuffles with -his Adverſary, and maketh 
no allowable Defence for himſelf. That this is T;Hick's 
Cale, inſtead of Condemning the Quaker ont of h# own 
Anouth; and 'confequently that he is worthy to be con- 
demned himſelf for his Enterpriſe, I ſhall briefly ſhew. 

I charged him at the Entrance into my former Book, 
with having anſwer'd his'own knottieſt Queſtions in our 
Name, with the moſt weak and impertinent Returns 
he could well nvent; and in many Pages there was not 
ſo much as a Quotation to be ſeen (a Practice to be 


deteſted of any that have learned but the very Alphabet 


of Common Honeſty) to which the man ſayes nothing, 
yet would be thought a fair Diiputant, yea, a Chri/ts- 
an too, if any Body will believe him. 

Next I charged him with taving given ſome Anſwers, 
we could acknowledge ours, joyned to their proper 
(_neſtions, unts ſich Queſtions, as they were never re- 
turned 'to, therefore guilty of Foroery, though not in 
making them Anſwers at all ; yet in giving them for An- 
ſwers to thoſe Queſtions unto which they never rela- 
ted,” which is a manifeſt Miſapplication of them ; But 
of tnis neither do wehear one word. | 

Again, though what he has ſaid in his Title-Page, be 


eaough for vs, and we ſhall anon deſcend to ule it, yer 
| ' 12” docs 
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T. Hicks eulty of Forgery. 
does not that contain-or reach my Queſtion,as in Ho- 
it ought to have done, which was this ; Wherhir 
thoſe Dottrines and Expreſſions chargediupim the People 
called Quakers, by Tho: Hicks in both his Dialogues, be 
really the Dottrines and Sayings of that Peopl:, or not ? 
And. afterwards, Whether what we own, and is by hin 
charged with Error, ts ſufficiently oppoſed or proved ſuch ? 
Reaſon againſtRailing, p. 6. which, Reader, takes in 
got only what T. #, objects acainſt the Quakers, but 
what he invents and anſ wers for them, and under their 
Name, whether it be about Doftrine or Pratfice, Nor 
is this all that may be learned of T, Hicks in his Title- 
Page; For, to compleat his Baſeneſs in that very Pal- 
fage, obſerve, that as he only renders us concerned 
at his Obje&ions, ſo does he confine theſe words [are 
veal Truths and no Fiftions] unto them. Whereas it 
is notorious to all that have but turned over my Anſwer, 
that itwas not only, nor indeed ſo much his Objections 
againſt us, as thoſe Anſwers he gave for us, that I char- 
ged with Fietion. But T, Hicks's Policy in this Con- 
trivance is not unworthy of our notice, though always 
of our Approbation , for this is the plain Language of it, 
If I uſe not theſe Stratagems to cloud the Queſtion, and 
vary the C harge, l ama borger, &c, there's no Hel for 
it ; and that diſcards me with all men, even thoſe of my 
awn Party; wherefore I will ſo ord:r the Matter, thet 
; ir6h I will only bring my ſelf upon the 
Nor that I allow him * Proof of my own Objettions, and 
to have rightly charged |, 1,.þ theirs, But though this 
us in every thing in : - 
*har Senſe neither. $095 2 great wayzyet this alone will 
not do; For I query, Doſt thoy 
intend by Qbjeftions, which thou ſayeſt 1 call Fiftions, 
all or ſome ; if but ſome of tnem, thou ſhould in wy p 
neſty 
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T. Hicks guilty of Forgery. bl 
nefty have ſaid ſo; ifall, as thy words imply, thenhat 
thou further abuſed us; for my ftate of the Queſtion 
' includes a grant of ſome of them in point of Citation, 
though none as Errors. iS 
But, Reader, this is T, Hicks's Fetch (for withoug 
them he cando nothing againſt us) /f 1can extend the 
word Forgery or Fiftion, 4s well to things they do grantzas 
thoſethey deny,by ſome ſuch general words, as Afarrers 
objetted againſt the Quakers,cc, Then by proving they 
acknowledge I have rightly quoted and charged them 
in ſome three or four Particulars, I will clear my ſelf 
fromthe foul Imputation of Forgeryinallthe reft. 
That this is the very Truth it felf, and therefore For: 
rery in the AbſtraR, let the Reader know, that thishas 
been his Practice, to wit, Where we have never charged 
Forgery upon him, he has taken his Opportunity, and t 
with theConfidence of an Innocent to Cry out, [8 thif candid 
tocall me a Forger,when you confeſs the thing —Then I am 
not guilty of Forgery--this clears me from being a Forgey-- 
Examine theſe Pages in his 3d Dialogue, viz. p. 4555 
69,29, 36439. and mine to which he there refers, and 
which he pretends to anſwer, and thou wilt havefuch 


- Evidence of the Truth of what1 lay to thy very Senſe, 


as muſt needs render my Adveriary's Carriage worthy 
of thy ſevere Cenſure. 
» But as he hath atgempted the Proof of his 
in this Matter, by Faces that never reflected any 


- ſort of Guilt upon him (therefore till the man once 


charged to be) to has he wholely declined medling with 
that very Head of Forgery, under which I rancked near 
Twenty Anſwers, ſet down by him mn our Name, that 
were never £4ven by ws, in either Matter or Form, to 
thoſe or any other Queſtions, as a Demonſtration of the | |! 
Truth | 


z© T. Hicks guilty of Forgery. 
Truth .of my Accufation ; ſome of which are ſo very 
groſs, that had not his Envy ever-powred his Wits; Cre- 
dit with his fober Neighdours would have diſ-ſwaded 
him, if the Apprehenſion of God's Judgments could not 
have deterred him, | 
+ Before I produce Particulars, I ſhall recite a Paſſage 
in his ſecond D:alogue, p. 2, as a Proof of the immealu- 
'rable Confidence, as well as Folly and Wickedne(s of 
the Man. Q««k. Thou haft preſented the World with 
a Quaker of thine own framing, making him to ſpeak 
theſe Impertinencies and Falſehoods that were never ut- 
tered by any real Q»tker; Therefore it is a Forgery, 
G.W. Epiftle to D, 71. Anab. Tow had done well, if youu 
had produced ſome I1ffxnc:s wherein I mad? them ſprak, 
mphat was never uttered by a rea! Quaket : Bat if 1 can 
prove that what i ſpoken under that Name is the Lan- 
Fukoe of areal Quaker ; then thou haſt confeſſed that ſuch 
way beguilty-of [mpertinencies and Falfhoods, 
But T. Hrcks has made them ſpeak what was never 
utteredby 2 Keal Quaksr, and has not fo much as at- 
ted to prove the contrary ; Therefore T. Hicks 
by his own Argument is guilty of [mpertinencics and 
Falſhoods, This I made appear in my Anſwer to his 
former Dialogxes ; and therein did well by his own Con- 
feſfion ; For I produced ſeveral Paſſages to make good 
my Charge of Forvzery, unto whichghe is wholely ſilent. 
I ſhall inſtance in three or four of » that ray Rea- 
der may both perceive the Spirit of the man, and ſee at 
what rate he has clear'd himſelf from my Imputattons: 
':Anabapt. Is it honeſt tn you to dezy the Seripture to be 
4 Rn/6-t0 athers, when at the [ame time you mere ut & Rite 
fo your lclwes? Dia!, 1. P29. 24, F4., 
©-4h. Thou: miſtaleft us; when we make ufe of 
$6 


we wilt. Fr. 


T. Hicks gu:i/ty of Forgery. Is 
the Scriptures, it is only to quiet and ſtop theft Cla- 
movrs, that plead for it as their Rule. 

Anab. Ds you believe the Scriptures to be the true Say- 
1n9s of God, tbid, P. 259 2. $ 
Qnah, Yea, lo faras they agree with the Light within, 

Anab, 1Mzy I net conclude, that the Keaſon why you ſo 
freely raul againſt andreproach your Oppoſers, is only to 
/ ccure your C red:t with Jour Proſclytes, ibid. p. 72,73. 

Ok, 1 caunot deny but that there may be ſome- 
thing of that in tt. 

Anab. Will this convince me or @1y other of your Per- 
ſettion ? ibid, 

Qual, Though it do not, yet thereby we ſhall render 
you {o Odions to our Friends, that they will believe no- 
thing that is ſpoken by you againſt us. | 

Anab. Wull you be jo liberal of your Revilings, whether 


your Adverſar:s give occaſion or ns ? ibid. 


Quah, Tt concerns us to render them as ridiculors as 
we Can, and to make our Friends believe, they do nothing 
but contradict themſelves : And if this fail, we will in- 


ſinnate ſomething by way of Queſtion, that may be Re- 


proachſul rothem, 

Anab. Pat doth not this prnifie a very Difhoneſs and 
Malicious Mind ? bid, 

Qrak, We care not what you think, provided our 
Friends think, not ſo, We will ove it out, that we have 
both anſwer'd and confured onr Adverſaries, and our 
Friends will believe wy which ts enough to ws, 

What a Wicked and Falle Quaker this counterfeit 
Chriſtian hath made to abuſe true ones ? If this be not 
Forgery, pa!pable F or er ys and that net only againkt 
ſome one Perſon, but the People in general, perſonated 
by Is 677 made Quaker, there is no fuch thing as'For- 


gery 


that we never ſaid, & then calling it, ADialogue 


 Foreerees, 


tz _ T: Hicks guilty of Forgery, 


geryin the World, O'\ you that ſeriouſly profes Rel;. | 
£01, can you away with this ? , 

But hath he vindicated himſelf from the baſe Cour- 
Tes, or honeſtly confeſſed them ? N::ither. How then 
can he juſtly call himſelf a Chr;/52n, or be thought to 
have anſwered my Book, that hath thus baſely declined 
that part of it, which ftood him-moft upon to diſprove ? 
But how groſly ſoever he hath repreſented us, an4 how 
Hlently overlookt our Charges,he wants not Confidence 
towrite after this Strain ; I do affirm #1 ſerionſneſs, that 
the Account I have now, and heretofore given of the Qua- 
kers, 5s no other then the very Truth, Epiſt. p.5. How 
ſerious is this Man 1a his Lying ? Forge firſt, and then 
Lye to prop it: Impudence in Grain |! | 

For what he hath ſaid heretofore relating to this parti- 
eular, I have here briefly conſidercd it. Let us ſec if he be 
any better now; In order to it,I have already ſhown you 
the Shuffle of his Tit/e-page : I will now procced tv give 
you an Account ofhis Progreſs in this Black, Art of For- 
geryand baſe Abuſe, _ 

Anabapt. 1 am not conſcious of having objetted any 
thing ag4inſs you in my former Dialogues, but what I am 
certainly perſwaded to be true, p. 1. 

Butis not T. Hcks conſcious of firſt nerng us ſay 

| etween 

# Chriſtian and 4 Quaker ? That T, Hicks was a Foroey, 
I have evidenced : That he is one ſtill, his own words 
ſhew ; for inſteal of retrafting, he pleads Innocency 

in being ſo: No wonder this man can write againſt the 

Light within ; whoſe Conſcience, if we will believe him, 

is ſo ſeared, that it feels no Riſings againſt the fouleſt 
| Aut let's hear him a little further, 

Anabapt, I «m ſo confident of the Trith of thoſe Al- 


legations, 


. that the 


T. Hicks exilty of Forgery. 


legations, that I doubs wor to avoxc h them, to all imyarti- 
al men, Ibid. | 

We never doubted his Confidence, but Honefty . His 
Allegations muſt either reſpedt thoſe Paſſages, which 
he book'd,& pag'd, or elſe all that he alledges under the 
Name of Qaker ; If the former, heis a Forger till ; 
for more then Three Hundred in his firſt Dialogue 
were neither book'd nor pag'd : If the latter, he tells a 
plain Untruth ; for he has not ſo much as attempted to 
avouch them, unleſs it is to be underſtood of his Come 
fidence. 


Seven Inſtances I ſhall give of his Continuance us 
FORGERY. 


I.. T. Hicks's firſt Forgery begins with his Tirle-Pagey 
and in that very Paſſage,where he promiſeth an Ewvince- 
ment of his own Objections to be ns Filtions, but real. 
Truths; to wit, that he doth not only content himſelf 
in making the Evincement of his ownObjeCtions againſt - 
us (unfairly over-looking ours) to be all he is concern'd 
in, but in ſo many words tells the World, That. / con- 
feff, if thoſe things objebted againſt the Quakers i the 
two former Dialogues be truezthat then a Quaker «c quize 
aneoaber thing then a Chriftian ; who never ſaid or con- 
fefled any ſuch thing in all my Life: For I well knew, 

ontreverhie riſe higher, - and went further then 

bis mecr Objetions; I mean, ts al he gave nnder onr 
Name , as beth the Queſtion Rated, and my.Purſuit of it | 
dd evidently prove. So that he,to make the clearing of 
hs own Objectiens enough (yet more then he can c- 
ves do) brings me ip with a Confeſſion of a thing I ac- 
ver 


24h 14 | T. Hicks eilty of Forgery, 


Ver thought on, much- leſs ever writ - what ſhall I calf 
this but Forgeryupon Forgery ? | 


IL. His Second Forgerybrings me in thus: Qu, If 
thy Quorarions be rue, ] 'do freely acknowledge, thar a 
Quaker 5s quize another 'thing then a Chriftian, Rea(. 
againitRail; p,2' a 

; There'is'no Paſſage ſo laid down by me ; my words 
are theſe, T, Hicks'bath given us 4 Second Part, where- 


in ht. hopes ro makg goed, what he charged upen us in his. 


firſt by Quotations ont of our own Bocks ; If faithfully 
done, 1 ſhall freely ackzowledze that a Quaker #s quite 
another thing then a Chriftian, Where it 1s obſervable, 
that I do not lay the Hazard of a Qyaker's being a Chri- 
ftian, meerly upon the Truth of his Quotations, but 
theUſe of and Application of them, sf they be faith- 


fully dere ; that is, if he can make-thofe Quotations and' 


his Charges meet againſt us, 1 ſhall concede; for a 
Quorationimplics/an Agreement, "He hoped to creep 


outara few right Cititigs, and 10 be over look'd all falſe 


Applying and Perverting by unnatural Conſequencesto 
his Crooked Purpoſe. Though had THaid, as he ſets me. 


dewn, I{hould have oo Caule to fear the Ifſne; fince * 
if, Naming'us may go for quoting, he has done it'an 
Hundred ttmes, wherehe has directed to no particular- 


Way 6f knowing,:the Truth thereof, conſequently 


a Forver ;; and where hehas been more punctual, 1 dare 


abide by every ſuch one:;heever made," well knowin 
hecangot get eve Letter, to ſpeak for him, but by his 
meer Sophiſtry'znd cuſtomary 'Wrefts: 


FI. His 


lal 
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Alh 111, His Thixd Forgery in this 3d Dialogxe is thus 

| Þ laid down by him. He begins with an Anſwer ta the 

laſt Paſſage he quoted for mine. [ 4, v1 

if Anabapt. Art thou well adviſed i what thou ſayeſt? 
4 . 1,2. : 
h F Qnak, Were we as thou repreſenteſt vs, the ſevereXt 
" | Plagyes and Judgments of the Eternal'God' we might 
/ | juſtly expect to. be our Portion, Reaf, againſt Raw. 


as, 4. SENT 
F 6 Strels liesliere, Whether this Anſwer were-ever 
\\ | given by me tothe Queſtion 'tis now - made ai Anſwer 
to? Ifay, No ; Therefore a Forger. Next, let us (ee if it 
was. ever givento a Queſtion ef the like Tendency? 
Ne; therefore:the greater Forgey, 1willſet'downthe 
two Paſſages unto which this -bath been given twice for 
Anſwer, that my &Kcader may be helpt'to a clearer Sight 
of the Man. _— 

In this third D:a/ogne he querievofme : 

Anab, Art thow welt aduiſed in what thou ſayeſt; iti ſay- 
ing, If my Quotations be true, thou deeſt freely achnow- 
ledze that a Quaker is quite another thing then a-Chriſti- 
ang Dial, 3, P. I, Fo 

Quak, Were we as thou repreſenteſt us, the ſevereſt 
MTAgue and Judgments of the eternal God we might 
juſtly, expect tobe our Portion, R. againſt Rp, 4. 

Thus T: AF, layes it down : But let. us ſee how it is in 

my Book. | 
T, X. queries, Will you be fo liberal of your Revilings, 
whether your Adverſary give occaſion or net ? He anſwe- 
\ reth for us: Quak, - 7: ro/rcerns mu to render them au Fidi- 
Hows As we can, and to make our Friends believe; They do 
nothing 
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Rothing but contraditt themſelves, which is enough $0 4, 
'Upon which Reaer, I madethis RefleCtion: . Certainly 
vbeſe things ſhew ſuch premeditated and willfull Obſtinacy, 
yo be Wicked, that were we what he repreſents #s to bt 
IN THIS VERY MATTER, the ſevereſt Plagnes and 
"Fudg ments of the eternal Ged we might juſtHy expe to bt 
eur Portion, &&; p.4. If only faid IN THIS VERY 
MATTER, then not in every Matter T, #ichs pleaſeth 
to, wreſt or twiſt jt to: 'Oh groſs Abuſe ! Shalk-this 
Man go for a Chrifian? But his Evil is greatly hight- 
acd,” when we conſider, that theſe Words were ſpoken, 
of ſuch a Paſſage, as to this Minute he never ſo much as 
attempted: to clear from the Imputation of Forgery, 
ough ſo charged-upon him, pag, 67, of my Anſwer ; 
becauſe there was no Quotation for it, nor in ſenſe; can 
be expected. for ſo plain'a Fiit:ox: And yet he makes 
X « formal Anſwer to s Queſtion about right atid wrong 
Quotations, which were not there in Queſtion; as if it 
were one andthe ſame thing, to ſay, The Plagues and 
udgments of God we night'expect, &c. fÞ morally 
Evil as be brought "ud in ſpeaking our ſelves to be, for 
which he direed us..to no particular Proof, neither 
could : And to ſay, We might juſtly expeCt the Plagues 
and Judgrnents of God, Etc. »f be-repreſented ws right, 
as to Yuotations about Dottrines out of our own Books, 
which was never the Queſtion,” He that can thus invent, 
add, diminiſh, and'tranſpoſe, both Words and Senten- 
ces, may write Dialogues at Pleaſure, and as cafily wouſe 
the Prophets'and\Apoſtles, yea, Chriſt Feſiu himſelf, as 
thePeople called Quakers. 


Q 'F 1. HigFowth F or gery hemakes, and that I chink' 
| to rqmantlc; is thiie.” | thnb, 
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Anab, But doeſt thou indeed believe, that thoſe 
Quotations in the former Dialogues are Forgeries ? 

Quak. 7 ds ſo, Dial. 3. p. 2. 

This is all falſe : ] never thought ſo, much leſs 

writto; nor was that the Queſtion, taking Qnorarions | 
for places cited, as to Book and Page. And it general- 
ly accepted by him, he brings me in defiyibg all, which 
was as much beſide my Thoughts. 
Thus he ſhiiffles with me, and etideavours to delude 
ſimple People by the word Quoration (which taken 
itrictly, does not reach the ofie half of thoſe Anſwers he 
made us ro give) by getting a few Paſſages acknowled- 
ged, which he has putictually made (though miſerably 
perverted) to make them believe, all given under our 
Name, not ſo cited, are alſo allowed under the ſame 
Term [Quotarions,] 

Beſides, he has not referred us for any ſuch Anſwer 
in any Book I ever wrot, This, Reader, is ſq far 
from proving and evincing former Charges againſt us, 
thet it is to multiply more Fi#:0ns, and add to his other 

core, 


V. His Fifth Forgexy is in page $9. and, conſiſts of 
two Parts: The firlt 1s, The foiſting in of the Woxd 
only, The ſecond of miſ-placing and applying my An- 
{wer, that he may the better have his Ends upon me; 
which is but one of his many unruly reigningSins, Ob. 
ſerve, ' becauſe'T told him, that E.B. in ſaying, *That 
<was not a Command to him, which was a Command 
© to angther,reſpetied nor rhoſ4 anwwerſal and ternal Pre- 
cepts of fearing God, and working Righreouſnefs (as 
T, H. untruly idferr'd ) But more extraordinary and 
partielay Injurttions, ſuch as the Going of Moſes to 

| B Pharact 


, b F; , - 
a RY. { 
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Pharaoh,with many more. And becauſel explain an other 

Paſſage out of E. B, by him cited and wreſted, viz, 
© You are not dead with Chrift, who are yet iubject to 
©Ordinances ; after this manner, E. B. picads ONLY 
againſt ſich Ordinaiices, as were but Shadowy, ard to 
paff off 5 He puts the Adverb Only, by me mentioned, 
*n' what 1aid to this lJaft Citation out of E. B, in my 
Explanation of the firſt Citation, where I never menti- 
oned it, And that he might faſten a Contradi®tion upon 
me, he omits this laſt Citation out of E. B; mentianed 

' In his ſecond Dizlogze, and makes the Anſwer I gave to 
his Uſe of it, to belong to that which I gave to the for- 
mer about Commands, as it they had been but one en- 
tire Anſwer to one and the ſame Paſſage, which were re- 
ally two. 

The Advantage he hoped to gain, was this, that I 
Mould ſay, E. B. intended by Commands, only ex- 
traordinary Ones, as Moſcs's going. to Pharoah, &c, 
and yet ſay, Thar E.B, only meant ſuch Ordinances as 
are Shadowy ; if only ſuch extraordinary, then not o7:- 
ly fuch Shadowy ; if only ſuch ſhadowy, then not onl;; 
ſach extraordinary ; as if they had been ſaid of the ſame 
Paſſage, and on the ſame Occaſion ; whereas the firſt 

was in page 47. of E, B's Works, and the other in page 

r05.'as T. Hicks himſelf quotes themy 1n his ſecond 

Dialopur, p.59 61. 

But that which yet adds Blackneſs to this Forgery, is 
firſt; that,at what time he foiſted into myExplanation of 
the firſt Paſſage, he baſcly leſt out rhele three Words 
[with many more] which were on Purpoſe to ſhewl 

- didnot ſtint EF; B's Uſe of the-W ord Command, to the. 


extraordinary Ca'es, inftanced in my Anſiyer; And next 
| | thar 
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that, after all that premeditated Injuſtice, he flings theſe 
ſtinking Interrogatories at Me, Doſt rhou conſult thy Cre- 
dit in multiplying ſuch Inſtances of thy Inadvertency and 
Folly ? What Keaſon bath any Man ta believe thee, either 
11 what thou afſir meſt or aenyeſt, that aoft ſoa ently 

contraaitt thy ſclf ? This is not only to be bad, To bra- 
Z2n withall, To contradict a Man's ſelf is reproveable ; 
but to make Contradictions in another Man's Name, is 

deteſtable : To commit Injuries againſt any isill done; 

but to brave the wronged with infolentRefleions muſt 

needs be g great Aggravation, What think the more ſo- 

ver among the Yaprifts of thele Things ? 


V I. The Sizth Forgery I ſhall now mention is the 
Antwer T, #/, makes G.W, to give in his ſecond 
Dialogue, pag. 1, The Queſtion and Anſwer 1 will 
recite, 

Anab. 7 have form:rly detetted you of ſereral pernic- 
ous Error:y concerning the Seriptures, Light within, 
Perſon of Chrift and Reſurreftion, cc, What fay you 
thereunto? 4 

Quak, Ifay, The Plagues and Judgments of God will 
follow thee. | & 1J" 

&.W, denies that this was ever his Anſwer to that 
Queſtion, Appendiz, p. 13. Though he at the ſame 
time tells 7, #. he no wayes doubts the Thing, T. #. 
that he may not lye under the Charge of Forgery, io fixt 
upon him by GW. has by his Legerdemain, P.'09, trapt 
In Fob, Gladman, to cloak hy Fiftion, thus; - Whereas 
G, W. denies that he ſaid, The Plagues and Judgments 
of God would follow T.-# ichs, th '/e may certifies, that 
G. W. 41d my ſelf being "TL D.ſceurſ e about the Dialogue 
between a Chriſtian an { Quaker, ke ſaid, The Plagues 

2 and 
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and” Judgments of God would follow T. Hicks. and 
all that had a Hand in that Dialogue, or that diſperftit. 


F.Gladman,. Dial.p. 8+. 

\, Butthe Meaneſs of the Shift aggravates the Forgery : 
Did. G. wv. 'ever deny that he had ſaid ſoto F. G. or 
"was that the Queſtion ?- Vain Man! or tell 'us, Does 
F. Gladman certifie, that G.W. faid fo to T, H, at 
what time he controverhally askt him that Queſtion ? 
, *Which'is to come cloſe to the Queſtion :, Or does he 
ſay, there ever was any ſuch Queſtion askt him ?- Clear 
*tis, G.W. never deny'd that he had ſpoken thoſe words, 
or to the ſame Effects, to any Body at any time,. or 
upon any Occaſion ( Therefore hath F. G. alſo mani- 
feſtly wronged him in laying, whereas G, W,- denies 
chat he ſaid, &c. this is an Untruth, as is evident by 
G, W's own Anſwer, Appendix p. 13.) and asevident 
It is, that the Subſtance of this Certificate goes no fur- 
ther then to teftifie that which was never yet denied ; 
Therefore no Certificate to clear the Matter objetted a- 

£*nſt T.H. to wit, That he never received by Word 
' or Writing any ſuch Queſtion from T. H. much leſs 
Cid he ever return him ary ſuch Anſwer; conſequently 
T. H, a Forger tl], | 

© I will briefly parallel the Caſe: Let vs ſuppoſe a Dil- 

pute between T, Hicks a Prideſtarian, and 7. Tves 

an Univerſalif, both Anabaptiſts, about Elettien and 
Reprobarion , And 7. ives uſing his Wits to depaint: 
T.#'s Opinion'to greateſt Diſadvantage; which T. 

looking upon as Unfair,” and thinking limſelf not to 

have been doQtrinally, gravely and juſtly dealt with, . 
as by the Law of Sober Diſprtation "ſhould have been, 
falls npon F, Tves with this Rebuke, Thou art an Un- 
gidly; Vain and Ca! tions IA 4 the Fuds ments of = 
dolet, wi 


_—_ . 
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will overtake thee, if thon Repent not, for thy darivs 

| Oppoſition ro: the Goſpel, and unfair ' Dealing with me* 

F. Ives immediately writes a Dialogue ;- the. firſt Que” 
ftion-ſuppoſe tg be this. | | 

F. Ives, What doſt thou ſay, T. H, to thoſe groſs 

and blaſphemous Abſurdities I charged thy Narrow and 
Il!t-natured Opinion with ; of damning men unchndity- 
nally from all Eternity- ta glorifie God, thereby rendring 
God more Cruel then Man and Beaſts, that naturally 
rtaks care of ther Off- [ri repreſenting him partial 
and double-minded , as baving a revealed Will that peaks 
of his Deſire that all ſhould be ſaved, and a ſeeret Will 
notwithſtanding - that damns far the greateſt part, whe- 
ther they Obey or Rebel? with much more of the like 
cruel and black-Afpe&t. I ſuppoſe, thou haſt conſider- 
ed them well; haſt thou any Reaſons to offer in Coun- 
tenance and Defence of this horrid Opinion ?, What 
ſayelt thou ? | 
 T, Hicks is made by F. Tvesto anſwer thus : 

T.H. J ſay, thou art an Ungodly, Vain ana Cap» 
5045s” Man; The Judgments of God will overtake theey 
f thou Repent not, for thy daring Oppoſution to the Goſpel, 
and unfair Dealing with me, 

Now, I would ask T. Hicks, . if he thinks this Refle- 
&ion, by him given upon the ſuppoſed difingenuous ' 
Carriage of F, /ves, to be proper and ſuitable Anſwer 
for F. [ves to give in his Name to a dettrinal Cues 
ſtion, unto which, it was never given as an Anſwer? If. 
not, how injuriouſly has he dealt with GW? Are ove 
Rebukes of T. 1icks's Unrighteous and Prophane Car- 
riage in his D:alogxes, the only Reaſons we are able to 
render in Defence of our Belief, or againſt his doAtri- 
nal Objetions? Or may a man boneſtly take another's 
% ? B 3 Aniwer, 
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Anſwer, andgive it to his own Queſtion, however im- 
pertinent, and that in the other man's Name, with de- 
1gn to render him ſo? If not, then certainly T. 74. 
has not ated the Chriſtcan, but the Counterfeit with 
us: And God will require this Wickedneſs at the 
Church's Hand to which he relates, if they indulge or 
conmve at it. 


VIT. His Seventh Forggry, and the laſt which I will 
now ſtand to mention, ; and I 'intreat my Readers 
Attention ; for He or ]muft needs be very Guilty. 
In his ſecond Dzalogue pag. 5, he thus brings me in : 
Anab, Be free and plain with me, how and mm what re- 
Jeef is Chriſt ſaid to fulfil the Law, and to DY E for 
Smners, 
©uak, He fulfil'd-the Law Onely as our Pattern or Ex- 
ample. Chriſt is ſo far from telling us of .uch a Way of 
being 7»ſtified, as that he informs us the Reaſon why 
he abode in his Father's Love, was his Obedience : He is 
ſo far from telling us of being Juſtified by Virtue of his 
Obedience imputed, that unleſs we keep his Commands 
and obey for our ſ{clves; inall which Chrift is but our 
Example, Pen. Sand, Found. ſhak, pag. 26. 
To this, Reader, I return'd two Pages of Anſwer, in 
Defence of my Book, and to detect his Forgery, ſome 
of which he bath ventured to give, but withhis wonted 
Diſingenvity perverted : Let us hear him patiently. 
Anab.. But foraſmuch a4 thou ſeemeſt to grant that 
Chri ſts Death was in the Nature of a Sacrifice, how will 
his arree with what thou haſt formerly aſſerted? vit, 
That Chriſt fulfill'd the Law, Only as our Pattern cr 
Example, Dial. 3.P3g. 74. X . 
Q#7k, In this Q#-14r107 thou haſt done exactly =_ 
thy 
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thy ſelf; for ifthou canſt find the word Ozely there," or 
ſich an Anſwer ro ſuch a Queſtion, thoa hall not wron: 

ed me; But jure I am, theres no ſuch Queſtion, and 
4s ſure, the Fulfilling of the Law was not-the Subject 
treated on, and very certain, the word Qnely wasnot 
there ; Therefore thou art a Forver, That which ] (aid, 
with the Scripture on which it was grounded,” was-this:; 
If ye keep my Commandments, ye ſhall abide un puy-Love, 
&c. Reaf, aoainſt Rail, pag. 78. Sand, Fonrd. p.26. 
Anab. Here i is bard to fay, wherher: thy Deſboneſty 
er Impuderice be the greater ;, for un this Anſwer thou are 
guilry of no le [5 then three notorvors Vatruths: Firfhsbou 
nſonuateſt, as if the Text above named were the only 
Text from which thou didft argue in thy Sard, Fornd. 
pag. 26, 2dly, Thou art {ure, the Fulfilling of the Law 
was not the Subje& treated on there, 34ly,, Thou-art: 
very certain, the word Only is not there : T hw# haſt rhox 
a70ravated thy Wickedneſs inraddins Lye unto' Lyty, and 
all this know'noly, Dial. 3.P. 745 75- | JI 
"Tis now Time for me to ſpeak; and I beſecch thee, 
Reader, hear me; for it1s of great moment, to deter« 
mine who is the Forger, who is the Lyar; T.H, or W.P, 
Firſt, he ſuggeſts by this Queſtion, 1f Chrift Neath 
was in the Nature of a Secrifice, as thou ſayeſt, how will 
this arxee with thy former Afſertion, T bat C hriſt fulfil a 
the Law, only as our Pattern, as if the Death and Suf- 
f-rings of Chriſt, as. a Propitiation to declare God's. 
Righteouſne(s for the Forgiveneſs of Sins that are paſt, 
upon Repentanceghad been part of that NoRrine ia that 
part of my Book, unto which thoſe W-nds relate, viz. 
Clift fu? fiffod the T,aw a oxr Paitern, ich reaily was 
no parc of that Dot rine, as may be ſeen peg. 24,26, 
Fox becauſe we aſſert lym to have becnour Example. 
B 4 ig 
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'n Fulfilling the Righteouſneſs of the moral Law; T. 2. 
would conclude from my words, That he yas only our 
Example mn ending Types, Shadows, Sacrifices, Pro- 
*#14t:ons, QC. of the Law ;, Therefore great Forgery in 
im," to make me anſwer two Queſtions, the one in 
#9. 52. of his ſecond Dialogue ; the other in pag. 74 of 
Is laſt Dialogue, which take in the Death & Sufterings 
of Chriſt, that wbolely related to but ſome part of the per- 
ſonal Obedience of his Life, | 
I cannot forbear one Inſtance more of his foul Miſ- 
carr!age in this particular, viz. | 
Anab. Are we no further concern'd in the Obcdience 
andSuffrrings of our Lord Feſus without us, then only as 
oler Example or Pattern ? | 
-Qnak, What more would thou have ? I havetold 
oy that Chriſt fulfilled the Law ; but Oxly as our Ex- 
ample. 
Bobs Fe is nothing Re 5F rag hat » thruſts the 
Hfferines of Chriſttato the Queſtion, which was no part 
of the Boa mens _ deny the Benefit there. 
ef, becauſe I aſſert him to be only our Example in that 
whict is our daily Duty unto Acceptance with God ; 
not in being a Sacrifice for Sin, Is this not to be Gail! 
of Fiftion ? Or is this todeſcribe a real Ceket, and ad 
the part of a true Chriſtian ? Oh hateful Injuries ! 
Birt 2dly, In his Quotation of my Anſwer he hath 
emitted'tiwo Paſſipes ; for when I ſaid, If he can find 
ſuch'an Anfwer to {ſuch a Qneſtion he has not wronged 
me, T placed the'e words between, which he dropped, 
viz. or the AM Yer ſtrittly comainedin that, Queſtion, 
which Tkatw hecould never compals, becauſe his wyue- 
ſtion'was,” 12 what' Ri [pe C brift dyed for Sanners ; and 
theAnſwer he made me give, truly related to ons 
Hz ung 
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filling of the Righteouſneſs of the Law in our ſelves. Oh 
Injurious Man ! Is this the Chriſtian ? ; 

His next Omiſſion is this part of my Anſwer, which 
followed from my Argument (by him cited for Proof of 
his Charge) upon Fohn 15. 10, If you keep my Com- 
mandments, &c. Now ((aid I) that this concern'a not the' 
whole Law Chriſt came to fulfil ; the whole Law he \fulr 
fil'd, the place of Scripture quoted, the Nature and Mat- 
ter of the Argument clearly prove, Again, He was our 
Example'n Hilineſs,*hough not in his Ending of Types & 
Shadows, Reaſ. againſt Rail, Pag. 79. Which Paſſages 

R.ader, plainly evidence, that if ever thoſe words were 
ſpoken by me, they never extended to Chriſt's. being 
but our Example 1n the 'Fulfilling of the. whole Law, 
which T . Hicks by his Sophiſtry would infinuate. 

For Anſiver' to-his Three noteriots Untruths he char- 
geth on me, take whai follows, 1. He ſayes 1 inſinuate 
as if Fohn 15. 10, were the only Text from whence 1 ar- 

gned 1n my Sand, Found, pag. 26. which, Reader, is ſofar 
fromTrath, thatT only charg'd him with having argued 
from that Text in which no ſuch word or matter was to. 
be found,which he denies. 24ly, He ſays, That F am ſure 
the Fulfilling of the Law was not the Subject treated on 
there ;, and that I kyow therein I have ſpoken falſly. 

But ſure I am he hath told two Tales in charging one 
upon'me : For firſf, How could the Law, as he under- 
ſtands it, 'to wit, the Whole Law that Chriſt came to ful-. | 
fil, be intended, when the very Text & Argument upon... 
it, ſhew, that it was the Keeping of Chrif Commanc »/-/ 
ments, that they might abide in his Love, and without 
which they could not be accepted; that was infiſted op. 

2dly, He tells an V»rrath in charging me withtho 
Knowledie of that which was not: But as he declined 

p | C11s 
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is Scripture, fo the Arguments by which I proved the 
ſlbility of Chrift's keeping his own Commande- 
ments in our ſtead, with which 1 made good my Con. 
clufion, viz. The Neceſſity of Keeping his Command- 
ments as he kept his Father's, in order te Acceptance 
with hum. 

zdly, He fayes, I am certaty, the Word Only 1s not 
theres, and ſo ad Lye unto Lye knowingly ;, Which, Rea- 
&r," makes other Two Untruths on my Adverſary's 
part : For firſt, there is no ſuch Word in all that Argu- 
ment al Paragraph out of which he made his Citation, 
85. may appear Sand, Found. Shak, pag. 26. Argum.ys, 
Dal: 2. pag.52. Reaſ, againſt Rail, pag. 79. 2dly, His 
Gying, I ſhould know of a thing that never was, makes 
vp his other Falſhood : But to the end he may acquaint 

mer. with my Fofy and Madneſs, as he is pleaſed to 
tern his own horrible Fiffion, he tells me, that he re- 
ferred in his Citation not to Zohn 15, 10, but Rom.2.13. 
Nut the Hearers of the Law are juſt before God, but the 
Doers of the Law ſhall be juftificd. But do menule to 
refer to Places they never cite, cither as to Words,Chajs 
terorVerſe; for they are not mentioned tit his former 
Dialogues : How then did he refer to them ? 

If he fayes, It was tomy Argument, I make the ſame 
Demands. Do. men refer to Arguments they never men- 
tion? If to thoſe they do mention, then I can eaſily 
prove, it was not this Scripttire or Argument upon it, 
that T. Hicks referred to. Reader, peruſe Sand, Found. 
p.26. Aro. 5. Dial 2.p.52. Reaf. acainft Rail, p.78, 
9. and thou ſhalt ſce.his palpable Untruth. 

' But becav'e he builds here upon this Argament, Ict's 
bear it : © Unleſs we be Doers of the Law, which Chtzt 


«came not to deſtroy, but as our Example, to fulfill, we 
| | "© Od 
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© can never be juſt before God : Let not any fancy, that 
© Chriſt hath SO fulfll'd it for them, as ro exclude their 
© Obcdience, from being requiſite to their Acceptance; 
« but Onely as their Pattern, Here Only is mentioned : 
Bur firff, this was not the Place cited, but azorher that 
had it not, as before expreſt; Therefore I no Zyarg but 


T. Hicks a Forger, 2dly, This Law mention'd Rom.2.13, ' 


was the Moral & Ercrnal Law of God,& not that Sha- 
dowy Law containing Ceremonies, SAcrifices, Propitiate- 
ries, Meats, Drinks, and d vers Waſhinos, &c, which 
Chriſt by his Life, Death and Sufterings fulfill'd and en- 
ded, in which T. H. would make meſay, That Chriſt 
was Onely our Example : That it was not the whole 
Fewiſh Law, the two next verſes prove 3 For when the 
Gentiles which have not the Lawydo the T hangs contained 
in the Law, theſe, having not the Law, are a Lawunto 
themſelues, which ſhew the Work of rhe Law "written * 
their Hearts : Therefore not the whole Fewiſb Law, 
for that they had not ; conſequently, I do not contradict 
or make void the Benefit of Chriſt's Death and Suffer- 
ings, by ſaying, He was only our Example inkeeping 
that Law which the beſt Fews and Gentiles were to keep 


and kept, and the Righteouſneſs of which isto be ful- . 


fill'd in us, Thus hath he unworthily added, diminiſhed, 
miſ-rendred,tranſpoſed, &c, from time to time. Certain- 
ly, the People call Anabaptifts, are deeply concern'd 
to reckon with him for this.grear Scandal to their Pro- 
tcſhon., 

But ſuppoſe I meant the whole Law of God in that 
place, 1 ſee no worſe Conſequence from my words 
then this, That ſo far as man's Obedience to God's Law 
is requiſite to his Acceptance, fo far only Chriſt became 


our Example ; For as he was not our Pattern in things 
| that 
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- that more peculiarly related'to him to' perform and 
finiſh; ſo was he no more then our Pattern in that which 


15 our conftant D:1ty :9 do. Now let T. #. ſnap and 


catch what ne can, with all his Leoerd: mains, P48. 69, 
only take this along with him, That by his Refle&ion 
" upon that Argument, viz. That Chriſt hath not SO 
fulfilled the Law for us, as to exclude our Obedience 
from being requiſite to our Acceptance, he implies a 
D:nyal f the N:ceſſiry of Oveyins the Law of God to 
Acceptance with God ; A Doctrine luited to his Prattice, 
contrived and continued to the Eafe of Hypocrites : no 
wonder he {trugles [ohard for. it ; for without itno- 
- - thing but Horror would ſurround him, though at this 

ratehe muſt not alwayes expect to eſcape the Blow (l 
| meannot, afſuſiraring of him) a Trick that lives nea- 
rer his Complexion thea mine, but that Vengeance 
'which is the Recompence of cycry Soul that loveth and 
 maketh aLye. 

With you. the People called 4nabapriffs, I leave 
this Setion; Right us, Right your ſelves; Right our 
Profeffion ef ſich an Unfair Adverſary, and your ſelves 
of ſo Scandalous an Advocate. 


— — _ _—_ CC IEnmernn_— r—— 


C.11. Ther T. Hicks has groſly Perwerred our Writing. 
O Forge is bad, but to'Pervert may in a Sen'e be 


worſe; fince itis to miſ-nſe true words, and by 
Diſguiſe twiſt them to a Senſe never mtended, when 
many times that which is falſe-is undifcernably ſwal- 
towed for the fake of ſomething that's true. . ©. 


This was anotherCharze 1 exhibited againt T.Hicks, 
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andan Argument by which I proved han no Chriffiag,. 
1 frequently in my Book took Occaſion to deteR him: 
of this Unworthy Praftice and more efpecially by 26 
Inſtances-under a diftint Head, containung ten pages, 
our Principles in one Column, and his Ferverſions, in 
aniother z but he ſeems dumb to the Charge. Shall T 
eater him mute ? char may alter, but not excuſe the\Py- 
n:ſhment (_4ſ-ſſmating always excepted.) Iſha, Rea- 
der, for thy take and the Truth's, produce ſome- of 
them, that thoſe to whom this may come, may have 
ſome Account of his Carrizge in his former Di4+ 
lognt 5, be 


I. From our Belief of the Light's Sufficiency to fave, 
he infers, That all other cans are needlef, Dial, 1, - 
p. 36,37: not conſidering it was not the Light's Inſag- 
ficiency,- but .man's Weakyeſs, that occaſion'd them; . 
He might obje& Inſufficiency as well againft God, « - 
Chriſt, Spirit; Grace, &c, 1 pe 


11, From our making the Illumination in man to be 

a natural Emanation or Produtt of the divine Word 

which made all things, he wickedly turns it to An Ef- 
felt of God's Power, and ſo ſayes, we would make Beaſts 


and Trees, &c, allo divine, Ibid. p. 4. 


ITI. From our aſſerting that the Light of Chrift ſhi- 
neth within the Hearts of Wicked as well as Good 
Men, He tells People (in our Name) that he is in the 
Heart of every Wicked Man, as he ts 1 his Saints, Gont,-- 
P. 45-46. Though through Rebellion they partake not 
of his Life, Power,&c. _ 

| | Ly. 


-» 
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IV. Fromour affirming, -that God is the Feacher of 
his People, 'He infers, That we deny all Miniſtry and 
Viſible Worſhip, though they ſtand in God's Power and 
Spirit, 1 Dial. p,'42,43. 


V. From our believing Chriſt to be in his People, 
according to expreſs Scripture, and that as ſuch he is 
cruciked by Wicked Men, He infers, That we deny 
Chriſt to be as well without as within ; or that hs was ever 
erucified m the Fleſh, 1 Dial. p. 44. Contin. pag. 37, 
40, 42. | 


VI. From our denying of their rigid Satisfaction, 
that is, that Chriſt was puniſhed by his Father for our 
Sin; and that Sins paſt, preſent and to come, are an- 
ſwered for : And that men may be. Holy by Virtue 
thereof, though not new, but old Creatures, and (o un- 
holy in themſelves, He unworthily concludes, That we 
difown Chriſt's Death and Sufferings, as a Propitiation, 
that it carried away Sis paſt, and ſcaled Remiſſion tn 
his Blood to as many as believe : And that we expett tobe 
both forgiven and accepred, not for Chriſt's ſake, nor. 1 
his Sacrifice & Righteouſneſs,hut our own Works, 1 Dial. 
p. 9,10, Contin, 48,49,505 1,5 245 3. 


V IT. From eur pleading for a Perfection from Sin, 
and the Duty of growing to the Fulneſs of the Meaſure, 
&c. .He infers;, Onur Denyal of Perfettion in Degreesy 
. and our Belief of as hich a Degree of Perfefhion in 

thi Worldy as htzeafter; Dial, 1, pag; 48, 4950» 


I, 
WM. vil 


; VIII. Becauſe we fay, that ſuch Works as are ; 


| wrought by the Holy Spirit in us, are neceſſary to E. 
ternal Life, and may 1n a ſenſe be ſaid to obtain it, fince 
the Lord hath io freely offered « upon the Condition of 
believing and cbcing, which are the Fruits of the Spirit 
of Godin man ;T. t:cks ſuggeſts in our Name,T hat we 
expiet ts merit eternast Lif e by our good Works, and thoſe 
of our own Working , as the Spider weaves his Webb aut 
of his own Boweds, Dial. pag. 38. Contin, pag, 51, 52. 


I X. Becauſe we fay, All Spiritual Liberty ſtands in 
God's Power (that redeems from Sathan's Snares) He 
inferreth, That who are net of our Way, ſhould have as 
Liberty, Cont, pag. BF. 


X. Becauſe weſay, The Scriptures are not the great 
Goſpel- Ric, but the Spirie ; The Difpenſation of the 
Spirit being that of the Goſpel more peculiarly; and 
that without it we cannot underſtand , or favingly be- 
lieve any thing declared of in the Scripture, and there- 
fore that it is our Rule for believing the Scriptures thenx 
ſelves; He baſely fuggeſts, That the Quakers caſt off a# 
Precepts in the Scriptures ; «nd ſo will not bring their 
Cheats and Impoſtures to the Teſt thereof, counting thens 
of no more Authority then Eſop's Fables,Dial, r.p.20,2 ry 
22,233 249 30, 31 32 33 34 355 36. Contin, Epiſt, 
to the Reader, Behold your Antpapriſt- Preacher | 


X I. From our preaching men to a loſt God and 
Chriſt, that is, to God and Chriſt whom they have loſt 


Fellowſhip with, He perverts it to our believing, T 3 
© 


of T. Hicks's Pervyerſions. Fj 
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. P.49. 


XK 11. From our aſſerting, that what was a Command | 


, to any Servant-of God in old-time; is not io'to us, be: 
cauſc ſo tothem, that is, ſuch as 2Lo/cs's going to Pha 

roah, the Performance of T ypc, Shadows and F Wurcs 
appointed fora Seaſon, and to paſs off, unleſs requir'd 
by the ſame-Spirit anew, He faltly infers, Thar thoſe 
Moral and Eternal Precepts, Thou ſhait have no other 
God but me, Thou ſhalt not Murder,. Commit Adultery, 
Steal, Bare Falſe Witneſs, &C. arenot bind:ns upon us, 
but that we-gwe our ſelves the Liberty of ſuch horrid 
Principles, as the contrary to thoſe Prineiplis, and are 
therefore inconſiſtent with Government, Contin, Pag.595 
60, Who, would have expected this trom a profeſt 
Baptiſt and Preacher too ? 


X IT. From our denying the RefurreCtion of thena-/' " 


raral and corruptible Body, leaving it with the Lord ts 
giveus a Body as plealſeth him, as 1 Cor. 1.5. 36,37;38. 
This Caviller endeavours to poſſeſs People with our 
Denyal of the Reſurretwn of any Body to Life eternal, 
however ſpiritual or glorified, Dial. r, p. 56.ts 62. 


Andlaftly, froca our aſſerting the Unity of God and 
the Soul, arid Denyal of his carnal Refurreftion ; he 
concludes, T hat the Soul is Part of God, ard that nofu- 
ture Rewardfor Pumniſhments are to be expetied,. Dial, r, 
D 1ONA 20jho oe ah, 2 as | 
Theſe Reader yare ſome of the many Perverſions this 
Cogodly Man & gaitry of againſt our Principics, Is = 


God and Chrift were: tn a loſt or undone Condition; Cont. 
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to condemn the Cuaker outof his own Mouth, and to 


evince his ObjeRions againſt him to be real Truths ? Is 
not Connterfeir a Name goed enough for him thathas 
thus counterfeited a Quaker ani a Chriſtian too? Will 
this bring Honcur to his Brethren? Or can"it beconſi- 


ſtent with their Credit,to encourage ſuch baſe Attempts, " 


when but a midling Heathen'would haveabhorred to 
have been the Aﬀor of half that Injury T.'H. hath not 
only committed, but continues in, and boaſts of, 

' And that he has betaken himſelf to no better Refuge 
fromthe Purſuit of our-Argiments, notwithſtanding 
the Cautions: of our former Book, I fhall in afew In- 
ftances make evidently appear to all that dare truſt, and 
will but-impartially ule their Eyes ? 


1; From.my ſaying, That thoſethat crucified Chriſt '** 


were Admirers of the Scriptures; and pretended out of 
their own Law, that it was both lawful and neceſſary be 
ſhould be pur to Death : Whereas, hadthey brought 
that-Deed to the Light,'the Light would have ſhown it 
not to have been wrought in God; which the Scriptures 
without the Light could not cffe&ually do : He makes 
no Conſcience of inferring, That [intimate an Inſuffi- 
ciency in the Scriptures to gormvince the Jews that Murder 
was 4 Sin, Dial, 3. p. 13. Whereas the Queſtion was 
not, whether Murder was a Sin ; but whether the Few 
thought that Murder,” by the Scripture : if they did, 
give us att Inſtance; if they did not, then I have the End 
of my Alluſion, te wit, If the Scriptures are not there. 
fore inſufficient in T. H's Account, becauſe the Fews 
were not convinced by them of Murder ; neither oughr 
the Light within-to be reputed infufficient,becauſe Men 
were -not convinced of their 'Unbelief in Chriſt by tt. 
I will anſiver him in ſetting down his ownWords to me : 
| C O 


\ 
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0 Impions Man | {ayes te; The Defett was not inthe 
Scripteres, but in themſelves, in not attending what was 
therein. delwvered, wherein Murder 1s percmprorily for» 
bidgen. Right ; But, O Impionf 2ſan! fay], the De- 
fect was not inthe Light, but themſelves, in not atten- 
ding to it, whereby Murder is alſo forbidden. How 
muc*: more luificient now, T, H, is the Scripture then 
the Light ? Vain Shuffler ! | 

But this is not all his Perverſion; for he further infers 

in my. Name, That the Scriptures did rather countenance 
and \uſtifiexthen condemn them in that Fatt,Dial. 3.P.13. 
Which, Reader, in plain Terms, is as much as to ſay, 
decaulſe the Scriptures do not ſo :fi&ually difcover evil 
Conceptions as the. Z:i2ht within ; therefore the Scrip- 
tures rather countenance and juſtfie them ; Monltrous 
Baſeneſs! The Truth is, were his Endeavours againſt 
us but well weighed of all that ſce them, there were lit- 
tle need of our Labour in his Diſcovery, or our own 
Defence, But that which aggravates is Sin ,- is the 
hard Words he gives me aſter all ; I know not why, un- 
leſs to cover his own Guilt,or. make his credulous Rea- 
der think me as hateful as he would have me, 

2, Thelecond PerverſionT ſhall inſtance, is this : Be- 
cauſe I told him (in Anſwer [to his Objeftion about the 
Light's Inſufficiency, for its not diſcovering to the Hea- 
then- Pl1'ofaphers how Sin came. into the World) If he 
meant by that Diſcovery, a clear and diſtin Account 
and particular Hiſtory, how Adam and Eve were begui- 
led by the Serpent, it was nowayes to his, Purpoſe (un- | 
leſs he can prove the Knowledge of it abſolutely necel- 
ſary to Salvation) He, according to his uſual Baſenels, 
maKke< me to ſay, The Penning of that Hiſtory was to no 
PurpoſiyDial. 3.,p.4.1, thus interrogating of we, Wilt cthe# 

aai't 
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dare to ſay, the Knowledge of this is to no Purpoſe? Why 
then thd Jacred Penmen give ſuch full Account thereof ? 
As if it were one and the ſame Thing forme to ſay, the 
Penning of that Hiftery'is to' No Purpoſe, and to lay, 
Jt is not to T.Hicks's Purpoſe. 1s this the Way to prove 
the ®uaker nd Chriſtian ? But ſince this: full Account is . 
made ſuch a great Inſtance by T, #7 for the Sufficiency 
of the Scripture, and Igſufficiency of the Light, let him 
tell me, What Paradiſe Adam was put 1n ; and where 
it was ? What was that Serpent that tempted Eve; a 
fallen Spirit, or a Beaſs of the Field? And what was that 
Frhit and Tree God forbad, and the Seryent tempred the 
Woman toeat of? And what was the Voice Adam heard 
inthe Garden ? What were thoſe Fig- Leaves he Covered 
himſelf withall? And what was that Death that he dyed ? 
And what were thoſe Cherubims and the flaming Sword 
and the Tree of Lift, all mentioned in that Hiftory? If 
he takes the Account Literally, let him ſay (0; but let 
him take this with lum, that then 4dam bedily dyed, 
before he begot his Sous and Daughters; and the Hiſto- 
ry gives vs no Account of his corporal ReſurreQtion : 
But if he take theAccount in whole or in Part »yſtically, 
then how is |t full, clear and diſtinct, not diſtinguiſhing 
Literal & Natural from Myſtical and Spiritual Things ? 
Is this the Way to prowe the Infofficiency of the Light 
within, that fends all People to the Light within for a 

ſufficient Account , which ſayes Dr. Henry Afoor of 

Cambridge, ſpoke in and reproved Adam for his Lapſe 

from God, Philoſoph. Cab. p. 27. 

However it be, this lies at T #'s Door, that becauſe 

I faid, his Inſtance of Moſes's Writing was nothing to 

bs Purpoſes. he makes oy to conclude, They wete wroe 
- 2 2 70 
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to no Purpoſe, If he loved his Soul, he would hats 
theſe Courſes, that need no Aggravation, thcir 0wn In- - 
famy is enough. | 

3. Again, from wy ecutoviedging that the Scrip- 
ture furniſheth me with the Khewledge cf Chriſt's vi- 
ſible Tranſaftions ; he infers- thus, which s as if thou 
fhouldſs ſay,God manifeſted in theFliſh could not have been 
known by thee, were it not revealed in the Scriptures, in- 
timating, thou couldſk NEV ER have known it, but 
by the meer Light in thee, Dia). 3. Pp. 44,48. 

Which intimates, that Thomas Hicks is an arrant 
Pervertey of my Sen'e, Is there no Difference between 
faying, I was informed of a certain Paſſage, by A. B. 
and ſaying, It was impoſſible 1 ſhould have nv it any 
- other Way then by A. B; Bit why all this wre'ting? Is 
It to-conclude, therefore the Li» hr within is inſufficient ? 
which may as well be.inferred againft God, Chriſt and' 
the Holy Spirit ; for he makes me to exclude all other 
Wayes of Diicovery, then what is made by Scripture. 
If an Account be wanting, 'the Light of Chriſt is as 
ſafficient now, as it was in' the Time of Moſes and the 
Proph-ts, who'wrot both of Things paſtiand to come : 
But a Relation being with us, the Light of -Chriſt doth 
n-thing unneceſſarily. Bur "tis like 7, #. degeneratcs 
notfrom his Anceſtors; he catitry,Come down and ſave 
thy ſelf, &c. | 

- 4. From our aſſerting the Works of the Spirit in us 
neceſſary to our compleat Juſtification 'or Acceptance: 
with God, he infinuates, Our making thoſe Works the 
mritorions Cauſe of our Salvation, Dial, 3. p, 6g. which 
is manifeſtly denyed and rejected by me, in my Anſwer, 
p. 72, 73,82, 83, 86, which he no more regards, wm , 
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zf it never were : The Trick of an unfair and ſhuffling 
Adverſary. ' 

5. From my aſſerting the Neceflity of an inward 
Work of Righteouſne(+, by the Power of Chriſt in theſe 
Words of the Apoſtles to the Galatians, Let every Man 

reve his own Work,& then ſhall he have Rejoycing in 
himſelf, and not in another : He, to make his Ends up- 
on mey infers, That the Do@rine of Chriſt dying. for S:n- 
ners, hath nothing in it, as the Ground of our. Rejoycing - 
For our Rejoycing muſt be jn our ſelves, not in another 
Dial. 3. p. 69, 72. | 

That, Reader, which aggravates this wretched Con- 
ſequence by him, charged upon me, is firſt, that he 
ſayes,, it 1s plainly deducible, which'is f') plain a Wreſt ; 
And next, that they are the Apoſtle's Words, and not 
" mine, of which he makes ſo ill an Uſe. 

| Is this to make the Scripture his Rule, thatis ſo un- 
ruly in his Abuſe of them? I am ſure, a lying and an abu- 
five Spirit has been his Rule throughout his three D1als- 
oucs, which God rebuke, 

6. The ſixth Perverfion is as follows : Being former- 
ly aſſaulted by T. Hicks, Cont. p. 50. for having ſaid in 
a Book entituled,T he Serious Apology, &C. p. 148.T hat 
Tuſtificatzon by « Righteouſneſs hots wake Hyis a Do- 
&rine of Divels;, 1 undertook my Defence, and perfor 
med it in my Anſwerto his other Dzalogues, from p.68. 
to. p.98. I diſtinguiſhed upon the Word F»ft;ficarion, 
- firſtasit might be taken barely for the Remiſſion of Sir 5, 

or the acquitting en F, the Guilt aud Puniſhment due 
fo Sin, which was the free Love and Mercy of God up- 
on Repentance ( d:elaredin C briſt's Death, as a Propitte 
ation for the Sins of the whole World) and therefore 
rot to be merited by the be Works we can perform, 2dly » 
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As it imported a bring made inwardly juſt by the bringing 
in of Coriſt's Everlaſting Riovhteouſnefs tothe Soul, To 
leave out this latter, and make the former only ſuffici: 
ent (whereby Men are lefrin an unjuſt and unrighteous 
vtate) I affirmed to be a Do#rine of Devils. But not- 
withſtanding this plain and ſcriptural Diſtinction to fatiſ- 


. fie T. Hicks (would he but be fatisfied) what I meant 


. 


by Juſtification ; He is ſo unjuft to me, as to inferin 
my Name, That ] account the Dottrine of C hriſt”s N-ath 
nm the Nature of 4 Sacrifice, to declare the Riohteouſnef 
of God, for the Remiſſion of Sins that are paſt (becauſe 
tranſacted withour 4) a Dottrine of Devils, Dial. 3. 
P. 723 73, 74- 

Canft thou, Reader, in earneſt think, this Man makes 
Conſcience of his Endeavours againſt us, who commits 
theſe frequent Abuſes againſt our Books, Perſons and 
Principles? ,” As if becauſe I acknowledged Chriſt's 
Deathts be in the Nature of a Sacrifice,to declareGod's 
Righteouſneſs,in the Remiſſion of Sins that are paſt,unto 
them that believe, &c, tobe one Part of Juſtification ;& 
chat this Tranſaction was confeſſedly, without us, even 
while we were Smners, &c. that therefore, I ſhould call 
this the Dodrine of Devils, becanſe without us, though 
the Word wholy be not there, upen which lay the Streſs, 


- and which was only faid by me of a Juſtification, that 


wholy excludes Chriſt's Righteouſneſs revealed within, 
to the making Man Juft ; nnworthily applying that Re- 
flection to the beginning of Juſtification, that I have (6 
exprely owned, whi:h was made againft a Doctrine no 
wayes concern'd in this true and Gofpel- Juſtification. [n 
ſhort, If-Juſtification by Chriſt's Righreouſneſs without 
ns,be the (ame, w:th being iuftifird by Chrift's Righteon]- 
eſs wholy w:thout a4; then T, H, isnot ſo bad a many 


a? 
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. a5 Thave repreſented him : But if there be any Diffe- 


rence, as undeniably there is, a"d a material One too; 
then T. H's Inference and Conclu'ton in my Name, 
make a fovl Perverfion. | 
7. The laſt Perve fi>nl at this time think fit to menti- 
on; is h:s laſt, both in his Epiſtle and Book, to wit, from 
my faying, upon a ſad Confide-ation of his many Mil: 
carriages towards us, That hrs Head ſhcull net go down 
inte the Grave in Peace ;, he thus interprets my Words: 
I muſt take them either as a Predittion, or as a Menace 
of fome Miſchief, he himſelf, or fame mnfluenccd by him 
intend ro perpetrate upon me « Theformer I fear not, the 
[ztter is moſt Probable ;, as if Reader, his not feating a 
Predicticn, implies my not meaning a Prediftion, But 
why is the former not feared, rhe lartc# more probable? 
becauſe he would render me a /1urdercy, as his follow: 
ing Words ſufficiently evidence, Wherefore, ſayes hz, 
] deſire all to whom this Book, may come, that if at any 
time they hear of any Violence offered me, or that I be 
ASSASSINATED, they would remember theſe Words 
of W. Penn. that my Head ſhall not go down to the 
Grave in Peace, Epſ#, Book End. Now though this mi- 
ſerable Conſtrution be ridiculous with wile Men, and 
rejeRed of ſeveral of his own Way, and ſo unlikely a 
Thing in it ſelf, that I ſhouid proclaim that to be my 
Neſign that leads to the Gibbre, viz. Muraer ;, yetT was 
unwilling to paſs isby, ſince f:r/f, it rather renders him 
tobe.the Man he ſuggeſts me to be: And ſeconaly, It 
aggravates the Sin of his falſe Conſtruftion ;. becaule 
to infinuate it the better, he has left out all theſe VV ords 
going before an] after, that had they been mentione1, 
would have detected his Malice, viz Though thou haſt 
beſtow: d much Time tz abuſe our Fricnds i general, and 
CG + my 
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my ſelf in particular, a Stranger to thee, yet I can for- 
give thee; Oh, that theſe heavy Thinds might not be laid 
to thy Charge | ' God will viſtefor theſe Unrichteous Dea- 
linos, if thou deſiſt nct, Now, Reader, if I forgive, 
how canT Afſaſimarte ? and if it be God's viſiting Hand, 
how can it be mine,or any influenced by me,? Again, thee 
following Words were the next to thoſe by him cited, 
"VIZ. Yea the Light within will bear Witneſs to the Truth 
of theſe Things on thy DYING-BED, ard they remem- 
ber me. How comes this T, H, to be omirted ? Dy- 
#ng-Beds do not uſe to be uznatural Deaths; Nor will 
the Light within bear V Vitneſs for Murder : Was all this 
left out to evince, that the Fictions I charged upon thee, 
were real Truths F10 Fibtions; that a uaker is quite 
another thing then a Chriſtian ? becauſe it is his Honour 
to be quite anether Thing then ſuch a Chriſtian as thou 
art, that is, a very Counterfeit, | 

Reader,Does not thy Soul riſe againft theſe abomina- 
ble Practices ? Falſeneſs was ever hateful to Truth, and 
Baſcneſs to an honeſt Mind, which T, #. being proved _ 
thus guilty of, I muſt conclude him quite another Thing 
then a Chriſtian, 

Thus have I finiſhed my Obſervations on his Perver- 
ſions, leaving them alſo with the People called Anabap: 
tiſts, upon whom [I cannot chule, but frequently call 
for Juſtice againſt this theirunjuft Member ; coticluding 
my Complaint in this Section, in honeſt Fohry Hufſe's as. 
gainſt the like Adverſaries; on the ſame Occaſion:*Some 
- o theſe Propoſitions I did: write and publiſh, other 
* fome-mine Enemy did feign, now adding, then dimi- 
© niſhing and taking away, now- fallly aſcribing and im- 
« puting the whole Propofition unto me, . 


E111. 
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$.II1.T.H. proved guilty of Lyes and Slanders. | 


Eader, In my Anſwer to his former Dialogues, 1 
charg'd him with .Esghren Lyes and Slanders un- 
der adiſtiact Head, pag; 154, 155, 156. of which find 
not that he hath taken any notice; ſaving two by way' of 
further Affirmation, but no. Proef. A few I ſhall mention 
to his utter Shame with all men loving Religion, 
1ſt, That the Quakers owning of Chriſt Feſus, ad the 
Chriſt they ownzare A meer nſec, Romante, Dial.p.10, 
Cont. pag. 9, A prophane Unitruth/! 
* 2, That the, Light inthe {yakers ſee; no Neceſſity of 
a Mediator, 1 Dial. P. 35+ when, God knows, we feel 
. the daily Benchit of hem, | 
3: That the Quakers account the Bleod of Chriſt yo 
more then they do the Blood of a common Thief, I bid.p.38, 
An ungodly Aſperſion, - ; 
4. That we deny his Vijpble Coming and Appearance in 
the World, Cont, p. 37. This he contradifts elfe-where. 
5.. That the Quakers difſemble when theyrell Peop 
they own the Scriptares ; and that they render them of no 
more Authority then Elop's F ables, Cont. Epift. Both a- 
bominable Untruths, | 
: 6, That a Quaker ſhould ſay, The Thing that troubles 
ties is thy Puzling thy Jef tn that Book, the Bible, Thou 
welt ntver be ſetled ti} thou throw that Book away, Cont, 
rag. 76, An arrant Slander, TK 
7). That a Quaker ſhould ſay to one ] Nobbs ; What 
deft thou tell me of the Scriptures, They are no more to me 


ten az QLD AIMANAK [. whereas F, Nobbs, ifhe be 
t -, 3 alive, 
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alive, and have but alittle more Honeſty then T. #/ 
£an't but confeſs that he was no Quaker ; nor that there - 
"was one ſo.call'd in that Country, when any thing like 
thoſe words were ſpoken ] As T. Holbrow, the Perſon 
charg'd by F. N. related it to me the laſt Summer, Dat. 
8. That the Quakers appoint their Miniſters to ſpeak, 
&n ſuch a Place, and'at ſuch a Time : And they goto 
Meetings onlyro DECOY, TRAPAN & -INVIEGLE, 
Cont. pag. 66. 

9. That a Woman-Quaker ſhould bid her Huband 
take Another Woman, Tbid. pag. 63. 

10, That the Motions of God's Spirit are pretended by 
Quakers, at leaf one of them, to REFUSE, juft Debre, 
Cont. pao.69, | | 

What Man that makes Conſcience of Lying, would 
have told ſo many groſs Untruths ; and that cared for 
his ewn Reputation, would have paſs'd over their Proof 
in ſach Silence? 

Either he- thinks it no Sin to render men Herericks & 

| tf aves at Pleaſure ; or that there is no Obligation upon 

im to maintain Nis foul Imputations. But let ſee how 
much better he is grown ſince his ſecondD#alogue. 

"1, The firſt Great Lye he tells in his New Book,, is 
the very firſt Sentence that is writ in it, viz, The Qua- 
ker Condemned out of hisown Mouth ; For it is Hw foul 
Mouth that hath both' Accuſed and Condemn'd him ; as 

© we havealready prov'd, and ſhall yet have further oc- 

\Falion to do. 

** 2: His ſecond Vntruth is-in the fourth Page of his 
Epiſtle, viz, That there was a Perſon eſteem'd by the 
_ *Quakers 4 Friend, of wh»m W. Penn gave this Chara- 
ter, That he might be truſt:d with one's Life ( notwith- 
* Band ns \V, Penn's Infaltuible Tud;ment ) TO 
LL L. ke 
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( like an Ungrateful and Unworthy Wretch ) W, Penn's 
Hand, took up 4 conſiderable Sum of Money mn hus Name 
( pretending for bus uſe) which W. Penn im 4 lutls time 
found ( though to his Coſt ) tobe a meer Cheat. 

Reader, He hath put the 2uaker in this man's Livery, 
that he might have the fairer Plea for abuſing him, V»- 
grateful and Unworthy Wretch, are Words not ſo much 
flung at the Faft or the Man, as the Qzaker: For, 
were it the Temper of .Thomas Hicks to be grateful 
and worthy to them that obliege him, he would 
never be Injurious t> them, that never hurt him, But, - 
'- bethatas it will, I have three things to ſay to T, Hicks : 

1/t;'That this Man was never a 2uaker, unleſs ſuch as 
ſometimes come to T. Hicky's Mecting are to be repu- 
ted Anabapriſts, having never come under any of thoſe 
'external Significations, by which they are differ'd from 
other People ; and [ think I ought to be heliev'd before 
T. H. that knew him, and perhaps he never ſaw him. 
2dly, If he were an Unworchy Wretch for counterfeiting 
my Hand in Money matters ; how much more Unwor- 
thy a Wretch isT Hicks who hath counterfeited the Faith, 
Dottrine and Prattice of a great Body of People to the 
rendering them Infamous with all men, were that Work 
as Really Believed, as it was Enviouſly. Contrived, 
adly, But for all my [nfallible Fudgment, 1 was cheated, 
fayesT. H. How plentiful, Reader, are the Inſtances 
T. H. gives us, to detect him : For beſides the Baſencfh 
of his T aunt, he inferreth from our Aſerting an Tnfalls- 
bility in the Principle, oor arrogating an Infallibility to 
all our Perſons, as well in Civil as Religious Concerns, 
whether we obey it, or no, * Butto turn it back upor 
himſelf : Have no Anabepriſts been cheated, notwith 
ſtanding they pretend the. Scrzpreres to be their ofa 
=e libl 
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lible Rule ? If they have, ſhall I make one of T, Fs © 
Concluſions ? viz, That they are Infallible, becauſe they 
have an Infallible Rule; Or that the Rule is Fall-ble,. 
becauſe they are Faltible themſelves? Or in Caſe of being 
cheated, ſhould we tauntingly ſay, Wyre # your Iafall - 
ble Fudgmentbecanſe you ſay! ou have an infallible Rule? 
3. Icharge him with ſlandering our Friegds, in ſay- 
' Ing, That when it hath been d: monſtrated io them where- 
in (he thinks) I have erred, What doſt rhou tell us of 
W. Penn ; He 197 Head), Raſh'Youngman, w: rake 
#0 notice what he ſaith----Y et acquaint them with the like 
E xtravagancies in the Writings of the former, G.F. oc, 
They will either peremptorily deny them ſo written, or elſe 
rell us, We under ftand not their Acaumg, Epitt. pag.5. 
' Thislet him prove if he can, 
4. That the Quakers excuſe ſom: of of their Villanies, 
by Pretences tothe Innocent Lije. This we' eſteem an 
abominable Falſhood, 3 Dal. Epiſt, 
' '$. The next Slander is, That the Quakers wars tir 
| Proſelytes againſt reading their Adverſarics Books, leſt 
theirWickeanefs ſhould be detefted,p,76.A very Falſhood, 
 * 6, That W, Penn by the Senſe of the Eternal Spirit 
doth declare, that Curling, Railing and Lying were the 
. only fit Anſwers to be given to the Prieſts trapanning 
| Quins Pag. 10, 80, B1, 82, Oh Ungodly Slande- 
.rer ! The Lord rebuke thy foul Spirit 
| 7, That the Quakers have diſcovered themſclues to be 
#0 other then the Spawn of that wicked Brood, the Ran, 
ters, having lick'd up their Vomitypag. Bo, What ſay the 
Baptiſts to this ? It is known, none io oppoſed them, 
8, The Quakers ſay, They witneſs [nnocent and Sober 
' Enquarers aſter their Faith and Keligion to be Breaſts, 
\ Gets, in the Sorccry and Witchcraft,pag, 85. Which me. 
T | nifeſt 
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hifeſt Slander I ſuppo'e, proceeds from certain Names, 

Etiw. Burrough gave to a Pricſt that by ſubtil Queries 
endeavoured to trapan ſome of our Friends, 25 they of 
old,our Lord & Maſter,under the cenſure of B/aſphemy, 
and as was attempted upon {ome about that very time: 

So that he was an J2n0c-nt and Sober Enquirer, by the 
fame Figure that T. Hicks hath been an Innocent and Se- 
ber Dialoguer, who firſt invents Lyes, and then kicks 
them up and down for our Principles and Practices, 

9: Another notorious Falſhood committed by T, H. 
againſt us, is in pag. 88, to wit, That {gme Overtares 
have of late been off ercd ro the Quakers, im ordey to a pub- 
lick, Mecting, to debate the chief Things in Difference be- 
rwixt them and others ; which theQrakers refuſedyunder 
Pretence of betns cautions not to run themſetyes volunta«, 
ily into Feopardics, and therefore think zt thair beft Way 
10.R:4l at their Adv rſaries, Itistobe hoped TH, by 
this time hath ſaff ciently ſhewed and vented kis Falſe- 
hoods and Slanders by the Frequency of them ; and that 
for the future they will leſs need our Animadverſion, 
That this is one, and a'Great One toogtake what follows, * 

w, Hayworth, an Empty, but Hot-headed Preacher 
among the Profeffors at kartford, often m__ kind 
of Challenge to'lome of our Friends to meet with any of. 
their Teachers; and being anſwered that they would 
not refu'e him a Meeting , he proceeded thereon, and 
propo'ed Ware for the Place; againſt which the Scruple 
was made, and not about a Meeting, as T.#, falſly re- 
lates : This our Friends Anſwers to #. Hayworth prove. 
In Th, Prior's firſt Anſwer to W, #, it is ſaid, Iperceve 
they(the Quakers)are nor intended to refuſe thee a Meet- 
ng, at aconventent Time and Place agreed on by both 
Parts; and #144 expected and inrend:d, the Book au- 
thorized” 
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theorized by thee, flyl'd, The Quaker Converted, be rh, 
Subjett of the Diſpute. And: in the ſecond Paper to 
W. Hayworth, it is propoſed, That the Meeting be at 
Theobald's ; and that after the ſaid Book be fully d:ſcour- 
ſed, if he had not Diſputing enough, ſuch other Queſtions 
as tend to Edification be propounded, and a further time 
taken to diſcourſe them: But he would nowayes con ent 
that his Beok ſhould be the Subjet;faying in his Letter, 
T hat to.undertake it would narrow the Debate. 

Judge now Read:r, who evaded the Meeting ; and | 
if T, Hicks hagh not falſly accuſed the Quaker with re- 
fuſing it : yet doth he Rant,Revile & add Lye uuto Lye 
in that very Page where he told this,that he might make 
the moſt of his fancied Advantage againſt us,to our Dil- 
Soc: and his own Tryumph. But he ſhall fail in his 

ndeavours, and God will advocate our Cau'e among 
Men, againſt theſe foul and provoking Imputario.s, 
One Slander more, and we end this Section, | 

Io, That the Tendency of all the Quakers Reaſort19 
AGont 1nſfituted Religionzis ro DEBAUCH MANKIND, 
ro reach them hew to live in Rebellion againſt God, Thew 
Religion is 4 meer Cheat, calculated only to the Service of 
the Devil and their own Luſfts, and inconſiſtent with Go- 
vernment, Dal, 1. pag, 62. Dial, 3. p. 65. 

Here is 4 great deal in a little ;'all at once : This ſhews 
What the Man would be at, and makes good what elſe- 
waere he faith, That we are inconſiſtent with Govern- 
ment, Cont, pag. 69, The Conſequenre is plain ; A 
New- England Antidotezto rid Old- England of the Epi- 
demical Diſeaſe of Quakeriſm :, For itis a Maxim in 
: Law, That whoſoever # inconſiſtent with Government, 
deſerves not the Protettion of Government, 


But thar this Language ſhould drop from the Pen of 


an 
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an Anabaptiſt to a Quaker, is juſtly ſurprizing ; ſince 
a Multitode of his Profeſſion ftand charg'd on record 
with ſo many grols Immoralities, erroneous Dottrines, 
and rebel ious Pratices,as have rendred them and their 
Profeſſion, the Suſpicion of the Weak; the Abhorrence 
of the Multitude. and at beſt the Diſlike of many good 
men: But though T. 7. hath invented Crimes to 
blacken us,I ſhall not ſo muchas recriminate the People 
that go under t-at Name, having abundance more of 
Charity for them then the ſoftett Paſſage in T. H's Dia- 
looue canafford us, Iam well latisfied,that [ have thus 
far honieftly repreſented him in his Inventions, Perverſi- 
ons, Slanders arid Aggravations; fo inconliſtent with 
the Spirit, Language and Carriage of a true Chriſtian ; 
and therefore his Pretence of being ſuch, renders him-- 
b. t the greater COUNTERFEIT. 
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$.IV. That T, Hicks, is guilty of Plain 
Contradictions; 


T is inconſiſtent with the Credit of any man that. 
writes, to contradict himſelf: But for one who” 

pretends hiniſelf a Chri/#5ar, ſo to do, and that in Nat- 
ters of Religion; is ſhamefully to make void his own” 
Pretences. That T, Hicks is the man, I produced ſever- | 
al in my Anſwer to his former ar gp But they 
were equally dizregarded with the reft, not havisg ſo- } 
much as attempted the recogcilng of them, 

I will briefly repcat ſome of thera, and add more ont 
of all three Dialognes, 


I,” Centradiftion, Faſt, T1, T, Hicks, do ackrow- 
leaged, 
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NH that the Li ighy within checketh for man Wer.ad 
#xcites to theyre p! Schr wag and that T ought ts ſhun theſe 
Evils, and dv that Good, 1 Dial: p. 8. ” Yer in direct 
Contradidtion he' dares to tell us, "Thar this Lig ht in u4 
dereEe ay 1 fo #ts beſt Adtions, ſwelleth min bit with proud 
Coneeus ; 4rd that it doth deceive and wif: ghide Juch As 
fellow it, 1 Dial, Þ: 3» 37» 38, 

"2 Contr. H, homas Hicks do and muſs bear Wit. 
off ainſt. thy ; LABIE Opunion, if true tothe Light 
+ Dial. p. 8, Jamtode what the Light wt my ſelf 
dire, me, and herein u my Comfort, p.o1,* 7 grant 
FY :oxg bt tobe obe ea, p. 7.-Yet in diret Comradi-, 
Qion, and to' this, he tells us, That the Light ”; 
wncertain ; in ene man it teacheth one thing, and in anc- 
ther the direttly contrary, 'ſo that; faith he, rh:re can be 
0-Certainty of Truth or Errors Sin or Due ' Hey 
Dial. p,'42. 

3. Contr. Again, T. Hicks fayes, That it 3s no; 
Diſpars ementr to the Light within, to Jays T hat God 
doth maks any Shos.. more known of his Will, then is or 
64% be known by it ;, For it is but to ſay, that EACH 
P DEGREE of Light is ſerviceable toirs End, 1 Dial, p. 

ET bi Yet in direct Gortttad fon to, and Undetyaluc. 
IK I is, he = fes within two Page after, The Improv 
'1 "thi Lt Ls wit hin ſubtorts the Cournajir of Grace, 

- the 6. Way God hath wrt Sabvation ; and that 
| # direttly Onſet it ſelf ro rhe e Ends of the Envenants 

and onght ro Pope, P..3 38. 

* "My CAnimadovtrſio for. contraied upon theſe Contra- 
| $6 ns. willpre! if this beto argue ſafely, prudent- 

2 ikea iſpptabit; lam-greatly miſtaken; fure 

[ am. there is norhing'sf Truth or Chriftsza:ry'in fuch 
Confuſion” For thai a an ſhould be oblieged ro obey 4 


Lght 
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Lighe that doth puiſ"gunde,, or. rhat. T, Hicks ſhould raik 
of atting According to the Light in 1m 7A bu Ap- 
peal ro ur,an others ;, 1and yet ſay, that it may decerues and 
poſe the very Ends.of the, Covenant of Graces u with owt 
the Top of all Impudensce 9nd Self-C nr”, bh 
All this, Reader, he pais'& with his uſual Silence. | 
How. concern'd he was. to:conſider- it, I ſhall leave ' 
with thee to judge, having hercby ſo manifeRtly forfei- 
zed his Reputation, both as a Chr1/tzax and 4. Daſputant., 
But I will got leave him here ; I ſhall greaten; his Score 
ere we part, and yet evidence;, that he hath.ſa d little a- 
gainſt us, wherein he hath not laid. a great. dealin Con: 
tradiAion to himlell. | | 


# 


- Contr. I, 4, T« Hicks,, 4ppea! to th: | $ 4n thee, 
Steph. Criſp, whether this. be nor 4n w{afficitn; Proof 3; 
for ] SUP the 412 t ought todhe.obeyed ; Irich: for E- 
vil, and excrpes egpoa pings, Dial. z. p49..7»5,.. 

Yet in Contradi5m go this: hear w ya layes ; 

I deny no; 4 Light tobe in every man ; forthy Vnder- 
font Canſcrence. being, Parts of the ; rare 
Soul, theſe dare main [t:t ix the Worſt o Merthengh the 
RECTITU E-BE LOST; Dial. 1, p4g,,3%54 * 

Obſerv. Is.it not Madnels. in;T.., Hicks to appeal ton 
Light that hath loft its Relapge hm is Reader, which, * 
through Depravity is become Darkyeſs)for an Evidence 
about matters of the greateft.concern.in Kehgion ? Can-” 
ſuch a Light check for Evil, and excite to-Good, that 
T, H, ſayes, hath loſt its Reftnuge ? And is1t 2 Crooked. 
and Depraved Light that he grants, is to be,obe edand © 
fallowed ? Is this man fit to.xeprove the Quakers for! . 
rung men-/toa ſufficient Light, who himſelf conkef*:. © 
ſedly fellows a Crooked = epraved Light ? No Won- 

dos 
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der if he cannot ſee the Truth and Streightneſs of ou 
Light, who judgeth of it by «Light that hath 1 Joſt its 
Reftitude; Fory (aith be; 1 a 'a:.d mn ff 627 wit "*['s 4- 

$ainft rhy Opinion of the Sufficiency of the Lis ht "51 every - 
man, if 1 be trat to the Lithit” m'me; that hath loft its 

Retuude, 1;Dial.-pas. 8, 5" ae 


Contr. 1 F. It will be our Wiſdom; yea onr Duty (al- 
{o) to attendyo thit Light within” 1 Dial. p#7" 15a the' 
Place imparts,” |: 1 07 es Ops 

Yet indiretConradittior lie fayes pay. ; 8 

What intollerable Pride and Ar rag aricy Ties o# Qua» 
kets:arrived\ roy; and all this'ihr following the E: o1dutt of 
the Lnght withwn ? tHe. 

What fay to this;Readcr 7 Ts this Man like to 
make the Quaker No Chriſtian? Is it not n Shame for” 
thoſe call's Anabaprofts toſuffet this man as well in his 
manifeſt Weaknels, 'as great-Diſhon:fty to martage the” 
Controverſie againft us ? . 


Contt; THE Thar which wy: of you Quakers have” 
ſaid of the Light within, (bath been no ore then what the 
Apple ſpray of the Man of St.” And "hit wiay a: 


well preve IN * et to pra COITOnR Lig xe 
you. Apaing If thou ſayeſt 1 hat the Light ih'eyery man 
i Chriſt, 1 chargg it with-Blefphemy "1 Dial," pag 35" 
Yetindire& Contradiftion'F: H: faiths ©" 
Flow 'toutd' you Ons Y cali the Light within 
Chriſtaf /ome Scriptures L907 rotmriened rift 877 you © 
and that bs is the the Tighand Life of men, 1 Dialog. 
Pag. 22. 4 } Ms 9 WC; 4 
| Obſers. Dres Foh, 1 429; chap. 14,20, tp. nf 
chap} 
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chip. 1355: Gal. 1. 16; which we are wont te offers 
as well _ the Man of Sin,&- AMahomer, tobe Chrift®  . 
«5 the Light which T,H,. acknowledgeth to-check for 
Evil,” to exeito to Good things; and confeſſeth, us be.' \ 
fore, Thar rhe Scripthres:bave given us to call the Light | 
within Chriſt, and-Chriſt the Life and Light' of men} 
Wer't thou aware-of theſe things, TH; whety thou © 
wroteſt them ? Art thou fit to accuſe me of [aatdvertents' * 
% «that committeft it thy ſelf. 1 will ND of 
y Friends, being charg'd- with thy Follies, replied; 

What doeſt thou tell ns fr T.Hichsd Hes 154 Raſt © 
Man,we takg'no notice what be ſaith: But that haſt ih 
prov'd thy ſelf Raſh and Heady, and thattheyoughtto” 
take* no er notice. of thee. thien to cheek thee, thy" + 


wretched Management of the Controverſy-«yaitſt v5; h 
cently Proven : But let us progced. 


FY. Contr.” Tow Quakers, 6 bnce you bevy reproba: 
ted the Script wres from being your Rule, and giver: up your 
ſelves ts the itnmedzare Motions and Government of the - 
Licht within, bave arrived to'this Degree of DO 


to deny Feſws Chriſt to be a defant? Perſon wks J%%; 


3 Dial, p $7 6, ti, % 

Yetin Fain Contradiftion he layes, That every "Mas: 
bath # Lig hs within him, is not denyed ; ard on 4 onghs 
tobe obeyed w granted, Ibid. pag th 1147 3 

Obſerv. ye anal, Render, which. is: this, 
That Men eutht ro obey thas. Lights the Government of 
whith leads todeny Feſum Choi, &c. arnd-toperſoſt in 4 
Reprobation of the Scriptures,” Is his Dodtrive” like to. 
ian the punbapilts 4 and Uncbriftian the Qu 


D 2 Cons, 


521, of T. Hicks ContradiQions, 
Contr,V\. Yerily,” © much doubt, that you belicue 


that Feſt Chriſt is the Son of Gol, and that as concernin? 
the Filefiphe was Pke ro Doves at feruſalem;/ 1 Te par. 


4-3 5 -444e 
if, The Quaker FARES That Chriſt was ever V- 
þ blers Wieke# men 3 and conſequently that Perſongeall'd 
1n the Scrigtare by this Name, who Converſed in the World 
and-ſuffered:Dearh openly -andwvifpbly at Jeruſalem, role 
the + 4. So —_ A erſonal Commy many reſpett w 
HAN Dong Contin'pa7.3 7545: - 
*, $a this, heſayes, 7 never 
chayy'd you Quikers for deriving that bodily. Appearance, 
3 Dial, p26, - . no where Abuſe you for Lal « Chriſt's 
Bodily Appearance, Ibid, j Pg-33. 'Ye bets confeſſed. ro 
Chriſt's /#odity' eres 'tbid;pag, 3711/1 
Which is as much astoſay 
Obſery, The Quakers dd ow Chriſt's Viſible A P- 


pearance'; 'The cans do norown Chriſt's Viſible ap- 
| cabiRRt yet 1-doubt whether they. ownChiſt's Vi 
ble Ap '#r no.” Is this Man fit to write-Contro- | 
verſe. that's "of three or four Minds in the writingit? 
T).c Endiof-allithis Confufion:will be, notour Confuta- 
Lion, but Vindicatiog1n the minds of all in eroa Men; 


V1.” Contr: His Gorch Conradiftion is this; T hat 
the R:157 ion of the Qualters is'i Cheat, \calcutared only (6 
th: Serbiee of che Devibe#their own Lnffs, 1Dial. p.62. 
y6r cor feſathi tous; T amt every nan 55 ili thas 
this 1.19) thick; for 'Evilgandexciteth roGaed; That it 
| 049 M1 to bt obeyed, Dial: 2 p49. 75 8.. Dial. 3- p4$- $8, 

Ard that this is vols Quakers firft and grand Proxciple, 


TTY, [4 on 
Obſerv. 
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Obſery, Now, Reader, how our Religion can be cal- 
ulated to the Service of the Devil, and our own, Liſts ; 
& yertthe firſt & grand Principle of that Religion be un- 
concern'd in that Helliſh Servicezis more then I can tel. 

The plain Eygiih of his groſs Cantradiction is this: 
Th .. the L49ht within, which checks for Evily.and excrtes 
to Food, and, ought to be. tended upon and 47 4 's the 
and grand Principle of that Religuon, which 15 calcalatyd 
to the Service of the Devil, and their Luſts tharycceive tt, 
For which deteſtable Blaſph:-ry, with more Realon may 
I uſe T. #'s Exclamation, Bluſh O Heaven! angbe aſie- 
nifht O Earthy. Wawa ever {ſuch 4 thing 4s this heard of be- 
fire ? | muſt tell the People call d Anabapriſts, that.the 
Attemptsof T.. Hicks will prove. as great a Reproach to 
their Profeſſion,and bring tac Endeavours of our Adver- 
ſaries into as utter Abhorrence. wit all honeft:minded 
People,as apy Oppoſition ever n,aJc againſt us, 


Conty, V 1H. | The ſeventh Centradiction, and the 
laft I ſhall here mention, is very well worth the notice of 
my Reader 5.{ince it doth, at once invalidate his whole 
—_—— with Perſons of Underſtanding : And that is 

, 


A Dialogue between « Chriſtian 41d « Quaker,whererr 
are faithfully repreſented ſame of the chief + moſt concer- 
ins Opynions of the Quakers, 3 Dial. Title-page. Again, 

Afurther Actount of their perilams Errorsgclearly and 
plainly repreſented, | Contin,. Title-puge, Again, 
- The Things objetted againſtibe Quakers in the form 
Dialogues «refully clear d c.cuwced, 3Dial. Title-pag. 
Yet as.a man infatuated. with a Spirit of Contradittion, 
thus gives the Lye to his three, 7 w/e, Pages, and in trem 
to his Three Pialo; nes. 


Tha 


m7; The Counterfeit Chrif1andeteFFed, 
' The Deftrines delivered (by the Quakers) are ſuch, 


« neieher themſelves, nor any for them can give us a di. 
frntt and intelligible Account of : And that the T, endeney 
of all their Writings and Dtclayings, doth but lead Pes- 
gle vito the Thicker 'of Abſurd, Intxplicable and Unin- 
reBligible Dotages, 'Cantin. Epiſt. p. 3. + / 
 *Obſerv, Now, Readtr,"1f no man can underſtand 
them, how 6an T, Hicks repreſent and evince them? 
&re they inexplicable by every Body, and yet explica- 
red by hit? Be they unintclligible to all People, and 
et not wie lf 000 ne to' be underftosd by him, but 
him made intelligible to'others? 'How can he with 
| Honefty 'or Senſe pretend to give an Account of our 
Doftines to the World, who confefſeth not only that 
he has uot, b«t., he canner have from wor any other 4 
diſtint and intthigible AFcount ' of them ? Has he not 
then ſhot his Bow at Random ? Is this the way to e- 
vince and confute them ? Never, certainly X#eadey, 
_ did any man, thought to be in his Wits, (give greater 
Ground for People to believe him out of them : We 
have no Cauſe to ftarwhata Thouſand ſuch Adverſarics 
can do apainſt us, who thus manifeſtly help us againſt 
themſelves, and fall by their own Weapons : W hich 
* leads me'to conclude this patt of this Diſcourſe ; and 
thet I ſhall do in this Argement: - + ' | 
» Hy that: pretends to be: Chriltian, and yet- commits 
Forgery ,aſeth Perverſion, tells Lyes, prbliſherh Slanders, 
and in his Endeavour? contraditshimſe't;' and that ma- 
terially, 2m. be a Counterfeit. and no Chriſtian z Put 
uch « Man" we have evidently grou'd Thomas Hicks to 
e; Therefore, [ think, [ may be held extuſable in conclu- 
ang that Tho, Hicks i5 « Counterfeit, ard no Chriſtian, 
| = THE 
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In a Pe/exceofthe DeFrines held by him, againſ 
the Mean Sophiſtry and Shuffling oppoſition of © 
Tho, Hicks the COUNTERFEIT. 


—  < 
— - 
. 


S. L of the Light within," | 


{Hough it matters not much hae bo Ill s 

| man ſayes of any Religion, yet leſt ſong 
ſhould be ſo weak as to conclude from our 
Silence, our DoRrinesindefenſible ; and thatiin having 


the la Word, he has the beſt Caule. I ſhall briefly con- 
der hjs Oppoſition, 


Counterfeit, J do ſay, that rhe ers affirm ths 
Light in every man to' Gee: ; Quik 'Penn asks, 


Who of us did ever ſay; that the Light within is the 
whole entire God ? Real, aguinit Rail, =F 7: when [wp 
where expref thoſe wordsy/-3 Dial. p 

Quaker... /\Nor do þ, T« H. es mower daliveved, 
ngr to any ſuck Charge, as thou now makeſt-them to 


D.4 i \ apſwer; 
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rene What's ſaid, with the Ground of it,” was 
*' G. WW; "inferring from Joh. . 4. Thar sf "the Life 
wy of the Divine hems,” the L1oht' miſt be the ſame ; 
(which was againſt T, H's calling it an Effect)" for as #4 
o Which was only admitted "the Cauſe, the 'Eff 66 mf 
amr year isTifumination be 4 thou made this un- 
er Mealure of its" Appearance  +reaſonadle Conclufion,th-r 
Pri e95 it wasnever G. Ws at only the Light within, 
Ftinciple or Words, . ri a: the but” every. Creaturt, 4s 


Life which is the 1; h - 
Job. 4. is bir $93 peek ans, Beaſts and Trees'are g00d, 


EffeQ,/ for l:e owns it in as o4n Occanfe the Effifts of Ged's 
Being tobe ud 0therthen God  Potyty nnd Wiſaom. I then 
vimle'f, "and yahues nor the | charged thee with infinus: 
Councerfeit's Quarrel, AP g | 
as} - *ing, that every Meaſure 
of Light in man is whole God $0 that thy not cxpre/- 
fing thoſe words will not acquit thee from! not xy 
ring them; fince thoudoſtinfinmate upon what G, w. 
laid, not only every meaſure'of Light, but every Tree 
and every +Bexſt, becauſe #5 Effett of his Power, t6 
be Gad iis 3 go on nf he To 9 lf; uy 
C: Thow fuy?ff the T,irht withir is not a potential, but 
anatural vs, Whith thou” HkRtratefs thus ; Men are 
the naturabOft-(pring'and/Prodilft of men,8&c, Though 
this be true, yet a Son 15 @ aiſbintt Ptrſon fronuhbis Fat her : 
Te:the Tight within ſuch' an Effett ? Is it arother Ged ! 
ibid py, 4006 6 TY yy 1 (fg? 
ine Þwill hſiver thee 'ipvthe anguinge of thy own 
Creed : The Sor 6f 'Go8 is the natiiral” Off ipring of 
God, 's he thrreſd4# trot hi%God? The holy Ghoſt pre- 
ceed« from theFathet ard the Son, he rhryefure another 
God? Fer-1s Off ſppino and'P rodictFios; what fayſttheu 
T4; $0877 mort ON VE BT \ 
7 CG: If the” Light within br a natural Eff, ther: 


wu "14 
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it x a nece ſary Effa 7; and that from Eternity * But were 
"Hen from ys mn: jy in whom Gog ban t bis « Allo fbe- 
ed? if not, how is the Light within 4 natural Effe&?' It 
is in vain' to pretend. te. Infall;blity, whilſt thai ralkeſ 

Q- Both* thy. filly. Sophiſtry and Refiection are too 
weak forthe Baſineſs, , If the Light within had takenits 
Beginning with Men, as thow afſerts, Dal, 1, p.'32, 
Itwere a good Conſequence,” T har rhe” Light were not 
Eternal, andiherefaretnat God; of if the Light had ne» 
ceſſarily been within fromEternity, that Men were from 
Eternity : Butthat Men were from Eternity,” becauſe 
the Light which ſhines in Men was from Ktergity, is'to 
ſay, theWore; as manifeſted in theFleſh, was fromEter- 
nity, becauſe the Word was from Eternity,. or that /m- 
manucl, God with men,. was not from Eternity, becauſe 
he was net with Mens nor Men with him from Eternity, 
in ſhortzthy Sophiſtry playes upon the Werd within ; we: 
ſpeak of the Eternity of the Light's Nature, and thou 
turneſt it to an Eternity of Manifeſtation ; as ifbecauſe 
we lay the Light within is Eternal, that thereforei 
mult needs have been Ererrally within, | This is not 
a&t the Chrit4an, but! play the Few againſt the: Som of 
God, . For the-Term Efe#, it is varioully ſpoken and 
taken among Men : The Lightof the Sun is called an 
Effect of the Sun and yet the Light of the Sun, is nor 
another Sun, Howbeit,: the Scripture holds forth the 
the Life of the Word to be the Light of Men; Conſe; 
quently, The Life awd Light are one, =, 
GC, Though thou wit wor affirm every Meaſureofiithe 
Light within to be tht Eternal Being ; yer thou wilt \ x06 
d:ny, but that it is Ged, This clears me from Forgery, 
L, Thy: ſaying fo, makes theebut the more guilty, 


becauſe 
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becauſe the thou pretendefſt to_ anſwer, has no 
fuch e init; beſides, thou haſt perverted my words 
as thy { 5 \ op thers, VIZ. © Though every Mea- 
<{ure of Light diſtinQly is not that entire Eternal Being, 
* yet weare bold to aſſert, that it is no other. then God, 
© ebe *Fulneſs of all Light, who ſearcheth the Heart, 
«&c. that doth ſhine jnto the inward Parts-of Man, 
© and doth convince, reprove,&c. :, Thee latter Words 
were omitted'by thee, on Purpoſe to make the Word 
God, relate to the Meaſure 0 Light , which is joy- 
ned by me to the Fulneſs. But this is frequent with 
thee ; proceed. | " 87% 

C. Either che Light within, in the leaſt Meaſure, 
God, 4 Creature, or nothing : Thou wilt net ſay it is th: 
entire God ; thou dareft not ſayit is a Creature ; it muſt 
then be nothing : "MezTht not thy Time and Abilities have 
been better improved; then m contending for that, which 
3s neither God: nor 4 Creature, 

-;Q: This Refletion as well reaches thee for conton- 

ding againſt nothing, as me in contending for nothing : 
 But-(Argumentan ad hominem) conſider this; cither 

the Spirit in the leaſt Meaſure af it is God, a Creature or 
nothing : I ſuppoſe. T. #. will not ſay, that in the leaſi 
Meaſure'it is the extire God ; TH. dares not fay it is 
Greatue; ſhall W. P, then fay w' T, Hick's Name, it 
muſt be »othing ? Thus through Inadvertency, do Men 
intangle themſelves in their own Net; we ſpeak of a 
M of the Light and Spirit of God in Man, -T.#. 
preſently prophanely takes God 1nto Parts and Pieces, 
35 Pag. 4,5» 6:. and then charges .it upon us, as the Con» 

uence of our Doctrine :. Are not Meaſures and De- 
orees Scripture-Terms? Does it ſtrike at God's [mmer- 
Geys becauſe he, meaſures forth biaſelt, in his pad 
| it. 
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Diſcoveries, according to Man's Capacity ;.It iis:called 
5/8 ure, with Rel] r0 Man, and not that God is d&i- 
viſible. vo $ry eo _ Wo ' p 12 F209 
. Butthe Truthjs T,H, Thou halt made it thy Bulineſs 
not ſoberly to argue, byt vainly to quibble, ly 
ziming to take frothy Minds : A {mall Share of ſuch Ss- 
phiſtry might eaþly obſcure the cleareſt Truths,and ſeem 
t0 lead in Triumph the Rroageſt Arguments given in 1 
Defence ; but the beſt of it is, ſuch Attempts are ſhart- 
liv'd, andſo are thine? not,l promiſe thee,that I intendto 
have thee «ſſaſſinated. But let us hear what further thou 
haſt xo ſay upon this Paſſage. © Kol 
C. For the other : Part of thy Diſcourſe, viz. That 
God ſearcheth the Heart, who 'dentes it ? But whatzs 
this to the main Point ? Becauſe. God ſearcheth the Heart ; 
5 therefore the Common Light in every Man God? ) ure- 
ly, ne A441, except under the Power of Deluſion wanld 
thus reaſon, P. 6. | c T wy 
'Q.' The Word Commer is geither ours, nor the Scrip- 
tures, yet if that be the main point, it will not be hard 
to prove, provided, by Common,, thou & th: 
which ſhines inall Men; for if God be the Sca 
all men's Hearts,& he that ſhows unto man his Thi 
(as we muſt believe, till-T. H. can,groundedly : 
us ſome other more common Searcher of the Heart, &c? 
then God) and if. God doth.this, «s be is Light, who is + 
Light, 1 Joh; 1:5. &&Epheſ, 5,13. Then this Lighe 
which T. H. ' calls Cexz-or, and which we from Scrip- 
ture ſay, enlightens all-Menis God, as Joh, 1, 4. In bur: 
m4 Life,and that Life was the Light of en. Andhere 
is thy main Point concluded” againſt thee, I ſhall add, 
Reader, to this; another Inſtance.of his evaſive Lang ; ” 
| | WRIC 
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*which;Tentreat thee to take particular notice of, tha; 
thou mayeſt ſee at what rate he ſhufles with vs. 

-., Inhis fiſt Dialogue, pag. 7, he quotes Stephen Ci/ 

- thus, If vbe Light be obeyed, then-ut muſt be [uf ebext ; 
and anſwers, 7 grant it oucht to be obeysd, ſo ovoht the 
lawful Commanas of Maſteys, &c, Tet who will thence 
fer, that they ure « ſufficient Rule to Salvation ? 

To this I replyed, as he qnotes me, D:a/, 2, p.8. 
By the ſame Reaſon, that ſuch as vbey the lawful Com- 
mands of Maſters, are reputed good Servants, thoſe u hy 
obey the Light, are good Servants to Grd: Andif thoſe 
who ſo keep the Commandments of Maſters, obtain 
their Favour and Recompence ; thea thoſe who obey 

- the Light, by T;X#'s Allulion, ebt4in God's Favour aid 

Reward of Righteonſneſs;. unt> which he makes this 


. n - 
C. This concludes not the Queſtion in Cortroverſie, 
therefore it can be no Prejudice to me. 
-- TD. No, T. Hicks ? Is it nothing to the Purpoſe, that 
who obey the Light, «ve ſaved from the Frath, and 
Ticerue the Favour and Reward of Ged; as Servants which 
obey their Maſters Commands, *are ſaved from the 
Wrath, and receive the Favour and Recompence of 
their Mafters ? Let the Reader judge how much this 
concerns the Queſtion, 
C, I epofeſh the Light within ous bt to be obey'd, *and 
fo ought the lawful- Command; of Maſters, from whence 
thou boldly, like thy ſelf, concludes to the Sufficiency of 
akee? cake within; S$.ch Extravagancies as thrſe, 
do ordinarily attend thy prenliar Genius, Dial. 3. p.9. 
+ ©. 'Sofcalittle 1 If the Light oughtto be obeyed, it 
_ 45a fufaciznt Rule for that Obedienze t©To keep to thy 
own 
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s wa Parralel of SPE al ti :; How:can's 
Servant be condemned is Maſter for not anſwering, 
his Command; whilſt the Maſter's -Command' is not a 
ſufficient Rule for the! Servant's Obedience. * The: Comms 
wand unplies a ſufficient Rube 10-the Ptrformance-of "the 
thing commanded. . «+ #4 120 hin 
C,,'T# true, that God approverief Servants that do+ 
ſcercly obey the Commands of therr Suferiors; will-t 
| ther:fere followythat their Commands are ſufteient'to gwine 
| «« to Salvations. P.9. WR. MOOR 
, Q.. What a wretched Shuffle is 'this ? Was'it ever the 
| Queſtion, Whether the Commands of Maſters were ſuf- 
ficcens to guitar w to Salvation ? Or ate tein? zof 
the Light about theThings of- God, no moreſuffitient:te) 
Salvations: thenthe Commands of Maſters: (be-they-«- 
bout what they will): are ſufficient to Salvation 2 'Is- 
not this a taking. awaythe Compatiſon, by putting the 
SubjeR, of it 1n' the Ro60m ot;;that for which, itwas 
brought? makidg Salvation to-be' as gatural-a: Conk:- - 
quence of following the Commands/pf. Maſters,| as-of | 
folowingthe Requirings of the Light But we aremor (o- 
to be ſhifted off; forby the ſame Reaſons that the civil 
Commands of &+Maſter,obcyed, are ſufficient t6 
taining of a'civil Salvation from Man'sWrath;Th faws- 
1441 Commands of the Light obeyedare ſufficient torrhe the 
taining of a ſpiritualSalvation;that is,a being ſav'd'from” 
the Wrath to come, which is and ſhall be further revea- 
led againſt all the Workers of. Iniquity. Let me uſe thy 
own words, T,H, fally refleted upon me inthis'very 
matter ;. Where Proof 1 aefeBive , thou beegeſtrhe Que- 
ftion (nay, I may fay, changeſt it) andtrinmphcft-inehy 
01.2 Confidenc( y which a modeſt Man would not de: A- , 
way 
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way with theſe poor Shuffles for ſhame !1s this to evince 


the Matters objefted to be real Truths ? 
+ Bvt what fayeſt thouto my Argument p. 15: groug- 
ded'on Fo; 1, 4? If God be Divine oold-fobcitne to 


c Salvation, and the Word be God; and the Life: of the- 
£ Word, one with the Word, and that LZsfe the Li he of | 


© men & then the Ligtit of men is Divine- and Su (efit 
© to Salvation. , | 


. C:.Oh, what prifulnd Droinity and exeuifne Legick. 


3s this! IT perceive thy Mind abounds with Ignorance; 
fomths " Arguments that fpring thence,. \Thou \ hudleſ 
the Printipal Agent and Ordinary Means togetherp. 1 8. 
/ 2"'Arare Excuſe for thine. or ſomething. worſe.. 
Oughtthey ndt tobe together in anArgument deſign'd'ts' 
provethem one? Ordinary Mears are thy own:words; 
aad not mine. A meer Shift for an Anſwer. But to-go on. 
C.. How can God himſelf be called a Means? p18. 
9: Aﬀer the ſame manner that his Power ſaveth-vs; 
and his Spirit ſahtifiertf us, axd that hs becomes the Ta: | 
Cher of bis People ;/ ſuch'a Means, if! thou wilt call it fo, 
my Argument was offered to prove the Light tobe,” Is 
this ts af either the Divine or Logician afterall thy con-' 
ccited high” Rants, thus pittifully to beg the Queſtion ? 
| ,C. Thy Argument is fallacioms becauſe that which is © 
| fooken 6n the fir ft ſhawld exattly be theSabjitbef the ſecond 
| Propoſition, p. 18. þ ; 8 
| ). And ſoitis.. See Rea. avainff Rail, D 14. | 4 
' AC." If the Propoſinon were 14, ht, yetthy Concluſiort 
| deth\not reagh the plain Terms of the; Queſtion ,; viz,” 
| The&tefor® the commont Light ii every man/'is God, 
i (olhicieht to Sabvation” | " 
| 9? 
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O. Though [ told thee before, that. the word cor, 
#on 1s none of ours, /yet I am not offended with itz 
For the Love of God is never the worſe for being.com-1 
fon, whatever thy KReprobarion; Faith thinks of it... 
But art thou willing in.earneſt this ſhould be the Que-; 
tion berween us? For [ [ perceive, when thoy art put to.. / 
i Pinch, it, is frequent with thee to, turn me oft: with; 
fuch Expreſſions as thele, Prove this ro-be the Comman. 
Lioht within ; What u5 thif to the Common Light Withs: 
in men? Meer Evaſions; and moft times attended witlY, 
hard words to cover them , 85 in Pag. 9s 149 155175 « 
19:42:143»5295 3s &c. 

C. This of br Controverſi e between uy. whether thaw 
Common Li every man be God, Chriſt, and Jes. 
tiene tolea ” [PS p. 8. If they couldſt demon 
frrare this; it would put an Ys to.4 great part of. the. 
Controverſe bet\ wee xs; bi 

Very well; Thoy halt granted, that in the Word 
Was. ife. and thet Life the Light of men, ak. Joh, Ticker 
on which 1 grounded my Argument; 1 and that the Life... 
and Liobt there mentioned, arc" one, with the Word (or; 
of its own Being co vently God. and ſufficient ro, 
Salvation, Bit t thc Concluſion reac eth not the "7 
Terms of the Queltion,” to wit, the. Comn 9n Light it; | 
Men ; which thou denyeſt - ts be one with the Life "af. 
the Wordjand therefore Infuſficient to Salvation, pon, 
this T'thus a hd fot” the bringiug. of " the Contres-... 
verſietg ar If. 

If the Light of, men, Fohn 1.4. be the Light of TY | 
hen, ther) 1s ita Light common to all men, Thou muſt | 
defy one of theſe two, either that Light of Men- by 
8the Light of all Men ;- or, that the Light of Af men; 
5 ſimmer to all men; The' latter 1 ſhould think is, 


Paint 


you 
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64 Dd of the Light withia, RE 
Point of Reputation thon wilt not be ſo unreafonable 
-45ito deny':" The former then I'muſft ſuppoſe thee ts 
-rejeft, viz. That the Light of men, 3t the Licht of all 
ae; This T ſhall maintain by the general Phrale of 


Seripture, Ecelef, 1 .13,This ſort Travail hath God 


givin rd rhe Sens OF MEN, chap. 2. 3, 8. the fame 
chap. 3. 10. Thave ſeen the Travail God hath gvvn., 


the Sous OF MEN, verſ.18, 19. That which befallith 


the Sons OF MEN befalteth Beaſts; a4 the one dyeth [p 
ayeth the other, Jer. 32.19; Thine Eyes are won all the 
Wayes'of the Sens OF MEN, to give every one_atcor- 
ding to his Wayes, Which prove, that OF. MEN 
meant'OF ALL MEN. I will add'two Places more out 


andy Voyce 15 tothe Sans OF MEN. And ver, 31. My 
Delight « with the Sons OF.MEN. This proves Matter 
and Phraſe : For both Of Men, hgntf h of all Hep; and 
this Voice cometh from him, it whom are hid-all;r'e 
Treaſures of Wiſdom and Knowledge, even the Ercr- 
nal Word, in whone is Life and this Lift the Light of 
Men, From all whichT conclude; thatthe Light of men, 
1s the Light of all Men; yea, Every Man that cometh into 
theWorld, Foh/1.'g.- And thar the Light of all men, is z 
EightC ern to'alf men;and thatthe Light - 
mort to-all nien;is 4 Comes Light, NowT.H thou hadft. 
done fomething; if thou badſt given vg as {pla Reaſon 
apdStripture for thy-T'wo Lights within, Cotamon and. 
Special; and made good that Diſt:nd:on between Light 
andLight,-in Fob 24. 13. Fobhs 1: 4, 9. chap, 3. 20, 21.- 
Epheſ. 5.13. 1 Jobn 1. 5,7. chap, 2.8,9,10, and bave 
told vs,if thou couldſt, here the common Light endeth,. 
and rhe foecial Light begins: And'if the Special reprove for 
EvR. as vicll as the Cormen (which tho! fayeſt, reventh, 
| MuCctiy 


of Prov. 8. 4. Unto you, O Aden 7 ( Wiſdom) call, 


 that.is com-, 


— 


let us know howthe Diſcoveries, Motions, r__s & 
Commands of the one mightbediſcern'd and diſtingui> 
ſhed fromthe orher :-Fof we own bur one real Spiritual- 
Light to the Sons of men, though-divers Manifeſtations 
and Operations of that one Light, ſuited to theCapaci- 


ties of all Perlons and Ag&; and not to ſhuffle meoff: 


with asking-me, #fow 6arft thou infer with ſuch preſiom- 
tors Confidencegwilt thou dare ftand by this wv wee 
aſter thou T”, #-haſt made it as Ugly a3 thy Malice and 
Niſhoneſty could wellcontrive... Mean Artifices to bear 
thy weak Reader in hand ; thou haſt hit the Mark,when 
thou haſt all along ſhot quite beſide it ; PraQtices, 1:n« 
worthy of any fair Difputant, much more'a Manof 
thy Pretences' to Religzany, Hadſt thou truly regarded 


. ſtandeſt-condemn'd of the Light © Beexhonred firſt to 
obey it, before thou undertakeft to write of thugs thow- 
vainly think beyondit, 74 ag! 
T efbitionics concerning the Light Within, 
Munſterins, Caſtalio, Untablus, Druſuts,Clarius, Co. 
drrens upon Fob 24. 13: & chap. 25.3; They arcef. 
! hoſe who 'Rebel againſt rhe Light, Upon whom! 
not his Light ariſe ? fay, that this. Light is of the Ds- | 
vine Wiſs and Fojuntain of Lizht, alludiog.to the 


P/almiit, To $5474 11994 3 abd Mat. 4.19. The Pro-.- 


ole that ſme in Darkneſs ſaw: great Lrght, AlVo' ſee: 


meſe Mens Eraſmus and Camerdupon 7obn i. 459; . : 
[ ſhall fyr a further Defence of thc Light, produce... 
PR - Jome- 
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much, and ought to be attended to) thou ſhouldft have 
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66 of the Light within; 
ſome Teſtimonies from ſeveral Gert iles ſome Hundreds 
of Years before Chriſt. - | | 

Orpheus, His Hand reaches to the End of the Sea, 
- bis Right Hand is every where (then within) of him 
- alone arc all things, Clem. Alex. Strom. lib. 5. 

.- » Thales thus, There is but one God; he is Glorious 
- forever; he knows Hearts and tells Thoughts. He 
... maxes the Teller of his Thoughts Godzas in Amos 4.13, 
-.., Pythagoras thus, God reſembleth LIGHT and 

TRUTH ;-khe 45 one; he is mot OUT of the World: 
he s the SALT of all Ages, ONE HEAVENLY 
LIGHT, 4nd Father of all things, only Wiſe, Inviſible, 
yet Intelligible. The very Language of the Apoftle, 
Fambl, Fult, Mart, | 

Hereclitus thus, Gad is ot made: with Hands. 

Pythagoras, What things are agreeable to God cannot 
be known. unlefs 4 man, HEAR God himſelf. 

Again, Having overcome thy Rebellious Appetitey 
thou fhalt know the COHABITATION of the Immor- 
#1 God and Mortal Men ;_ whoſe Work, 1 Immortality, 
Eternal-Life, Tim. de Anim. Mund-: 

Sophecles, ſpeaking of the Precepty written. in man's 
Heart, faith, God is their. Father, 'not Mortal Nature, 
Neuher ſhall they ever be abrogated; for there is in them 
@ great. God that never .waxeth old, Again, faith he, 

is is with reſpect to man's Conſcience, 4 Divime,a $4- 
ered Good;God the Overſerr, 'Oedip. Tyr Cl,Alex.Str.l.5. 

Socrates had the Guide of his Life within him, atid 

preach'd as he was moved by-it, even inthe Streets; 
nd dyed for Reproving the-Corruptions of the Arhe- 
2s in Manners and Religion, ONS 
Pls:in taught, That mas hai 4 Divine Principle if. 
whith nakgth a True 4nd Good Man. 


Ss, 


Kteron 
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#{icron called it, 4 Domeftiek,Cod, 1 

| They held ViRoryovertheir Sins by: the Power of 

it ; -wizneſs' Chilon, Secrates, Platc, Zero, Antipater 
and others ; which: Do@rine of Perfection, thou TA. 
with all thy pretended /aper:« dra Light, can't tell how 
to ſwallow, As.they preſt Perfect Living, fo they. 
clearly laid down Eternal Rewards, #4 Pixre torGos 
the Impure to Chains, ſaid Pythigqras, as if he had read 
that Scripture writ Six Hundred Years diter him, The 
Pure in Heart ſhall ſee God, 

T he Good, (aid Socrates; ſhall be nmtcd to Cod in an 
inacceſſible Place ; the Wicked in conver.t:nt Places ſuffer 
due Puniſhment, | | | 

Andthough they might not have the Fewi/h Hiſtory 
and Chrofitcle,' yet they had a fufficient Law and Light 
within to Salvation ; and ſuch as truſted in it, came 
to Salvatiun by 4t: ard- fo much the' Apoſtle (aycs, 
Rom, 2. . | | 

And for the Fathers, that they confirm the Teftime- 

ties of the Gentiles, dnd ſpeak not of another Eternal 
Law and Lirhe ; briefly thus: | 

Faſtin Martyr it his Apolecy faith, God has built 
to himſtlf a natural Temple wn the C _ of men, 1s 
tne plate wherein he would be worſhipped, and there 
men ought to look for his Appearance. 
. Clem, Alex, Admin, ad Gent. It it the Yoice of 
Trath'that Light will ſhine out of Darkneſs,” \ Therefere 
does it ſMiie'in the hidden part of Mankind. 

Stron, 1.5; Man' tainet be void of Divine Know« 
ledge, who naturally, or as he comes'into the World, 
parvabes of Divine Inſpiration. ui 

Lattant, de Cult, ver.” The Law of God is: made; 
krewn unte xs; whoſe Light cleatly diſcovers the Pot 
© 2 gf. 
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of Wildom, That Law phre and unſputted Reaſons 
#:fſtd through all the world. a F 

'* Achanaſ. contr. Gent.The Way to attain to the Know- 
ledge of God,is Within us ; which # proved from Moſes, 
whofarh, The Word of God is within thy Heart ;' 
ad from this ſaying of Chriſt, The Faith and Kingdom 
$f God is within you. 


S.' VE.-* Concerning the Soul of Man, 

6 I afirmthat G.Fox ſaycs, the Soul of Man 
Courterſeit. Men 'of God's ©% arfn Fon 
ryng, and infinite; which iro ſay, The Soul i3 God, Dial. 
> pa2. Fo; :'; | | | 

 Buakgr. Þ have two things' tofay': Firſt, That in- 
Eaſe G, F.Aloholds, thou haſt done unworthily to con- 
ciude generally againſt the Quak:rs: Inthy,former.D-- 
Aloones thou chargedfi it upon the Quakers ;. and now 
thou layeſt it directly upon G, F.":Are tuch Shiftings &; 
Runnings {Fort Generals to Particulars allowable in Dit- 
putatien ? Is this equal Dealing ? But 2dty,: I deny that 
G.;F. ſo holds ; what 'ayeſt thouto that? | 
-""C. G, Fox m his Great Myſtery, p.yc; mn Anſwer to 
one that ſaid, There is a kind of "1 ror n the Soul; 
yet: it cannot be [nfinuencſs. in at ſelf, ſpeaks. thus: Is not- 
theSorl without Beginning,coming from'God,returning, 
into God arain ? Hath th45 Beginning or Ending ? and 
isnot 'this Tr.fnite in it ſelf ?- Car anything be clearer 
whcu that GF* aks the Soul the Subj; and not the Di- 
wine Lif-? Tbid- Pag. 20, 2I ;1 | Wy,” | 

2... Yes; xhat there may ;-Forit is clear enough that 

$574" © , G. F.- 


> 
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G. F. intends by the Soul and Breath: coming out from 
Godzthe Divine Breath, ar Soul of the' Souls as Augu/tine 
calls it ; and as Mach, Neſhemab, Pnexmna, Anemes and 
Spirits (ignifie, "Twas this made Adsm ahving Soulto 
God [Thou dealeſt unfairly with G,F. and us in making 
his Queſtions about this, both his atdour, Aſſirmationg 
That the Soul (or Spirit) of Man is God, Amaanifeſt Falſe- 
hood and Abuſe.] - And was not the Dearth threathned 
Ads upon Diſobedience, the Loſs of this ? They thar 
read G.F's Books witha more impartial mindthen thou 
doeſt, may ſce that ſometitnes he (peaketh'of the Soul, 
as of the Man, pag. 91, where he ayes, "That ſuch as re- 
cerve the Light, receive Redemption, wher by their *pirire, 
Bodies & Souls are ſantiified;. and{ametimes he {peaks 
of the Soul, as reſpetting that Zreath of Life, 'by which 
it became a living Soul t0:God,, which! is Man in the 
OY. Image, He that reads pege:go, g1, 100. may 
diſcern the Truth: of this. But why art thounor angry 
with the PRIEST, for talking of a kind of /nfinirene/sin | 
the Soul ?, Tis at the Quaker and not the Prixeiple, thy 
Gallis ftirr'd For a kind of, /nfiniteneſs.auſt be an 1nfi- 
niteneſs, and not a Finteneſs., Did G,F's words at moſt 

ric higher ? What further doeſt thou object ? | 
C.. But G-F. "gs pag, 100. God breathed into man 
tne Breath of Life, andihe became a Living Soul; and 
is not this which cometh out from God, part of Gol? . 
which Soul Chriſt is. the;Biſhop' of. | Can Fox here 1m- 
16.4, that Chriſt is the Riſbopof the Druine Lafe, ec? © 
Yet 1s be as abſurd in calling Chriſt the Biſhop of the Soul - 
For if the Spul be part of God's Le'ngy and Chriſt be God, 
th none parr of God muſt.be B'ſhip aver another, tid, 

, Z1522z, | 

F B. Suppoſe this Cavil hal any t'.ing in ity ard that 
2 | E 3 thou 
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_ thou hadft herein faithfully repreſented ourBelief,mighz 
notT retorrupon thy own Creed that God 15 the Fathe? 
of God: And when Chriſt prayed, -Gos! prayed roGed ; 
ſince the One Nature could notpray without the other, 
and'the Spirit makes Intercelſſon, that is, God entercedes 
withG ud. Whatthinkſtthou of this T. /2:cks? Beſides 
I told thee then, that God inſpired: man with ſomething 
ef his own Subſtance in the» Name of R. Nahmanniz 
"Hihunt, and P; Faginu, ThatGodrcontributed ſome- 
thing tohim, and beſtowed ſomething of his own Divi: 
nity upon .him, and that thou didſt manifeſt thy felf an 
ungodly Perſon,for inferring that what is vulgarly call'd 
the Soul of an, to wit, 'the meer Creature, is part of. 
God's own Subſtance, becauſe we afſerted, that the Life, 
Breath orSoulzas it may very well be term'd,whith God 
breathed'ihto man, was of-his own Being and Subſtance; 
what ſayeſt thowto this F -»» 115 7 | | 
C. If G:F: be under ftoed to ſprakwith Reverence ro the 
Soul,t hen my. Inference ig natural o proper, viz. That the 
Soul 15 of God's Subſtarce, ani part of God's Being, p.22. 
Q. Areallthy Brags come tothis ? Take Soxl as be- 
fore expreſſed, and it 15 grated without any Dammage 
to our Dottrine : For the Scriptures that teſtifie, God 
:communicated of his own Breath or. Life unto Man, - 
whereby he became a living Soul, de not confound man 
2nd that Divine Life ; no more doth G.F, he never affir- 
med Manto be God, his own'words diſtinguiſh them, 
viz, God breathed into man, 8c, and conſequently, that 
Man is not that Breath of God which he inſpired Van 
with, Again, G. F, in many of his Writings, ſpeaks of 
the Fallen and Degenerated Stare of Men, the orcat Pol- 
lution and Wk: avicſs they lie and lie ins, and that biavy 
Wrath an d V qengear.ce whithwill fellew ; all which con- 
is | ES -* asnol 
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cerns Man, - and not that Divine Life God hath breathrd 

into Man; It was not That, but Adam which was be- 

uiled: Had Ada liv'd in That Life, he had been pre- 
War But ſuppo:c what faid. granted the Queſhot,, 
as it di4 not, Many Greatand Learned Men have run in 
the ſamcLine, and they eſcaped the Cryes of Blaſpheary; - 
Abſurd:ty,and the reſt of thy ExclamatoryTermes from 
Millions : What makeſt thou keep ſich a.Barking at 1s ? * 
Is it that thouhat more :Anthorery, or leſs Candor ? : 
Before'l conclude this Section,, I would pur thee in 
mind of a double Injuſtice thou haſt committed : The 
one was in making this falſe & Prophane Conſequence , 
That Ged ſcts up @ Light in himſelf, which. he himſclf is 
te obry, and in ſo doing God ſhall ve ſavea; to follow from 
G. F's words forecired. | The fecond is. in thy giving 
this ſharp Rebuke' for this Paſlage, as-an An/wer in 
thy Dialog”, without ſo much as inſerting one word of it, 
that thou mightſt cover thy own Uorighteouſne(s, and 
render me ſevere, Theſe Tricks, T. #.. will never 
rompaks thy End, bur greatly contribute to friiftrate it, 


$. 111. Concerning the Redemption of he Seed, | 


oy '« Chriſt came: to ſeck.and 


Counterfeit, to ſave that which was loft, 1 Ard que- 


ry, who or what was that -which was loſt? Tbid.p, 34. 

Quaker,” 1 know thou didſt; and that thou madeſt 
G. Keith anſwer, That which fs loſt 1s ftrll in M1AK , 
that Chriſt came to ſeek andiſave, and alt his Miniſter 
preached People to this, A loſt Gody aleſt Chriſt, e+e, 
| | Upoy 
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72 of the Redemprion of theSetd, 
Upon which thou madeſt this Exclamation, P!»fh 0h 
Heavens, and be Aftoniſhed O Earth, &c | Did Feſus 
Chriſt-come te ſeek, and ſave a loft God, a loſt Chritts 
wesever Ged and Chriſt in a LOST CONDITION ? 
I told thee then, and do ſtill, that the Heavens and the 
Eaerth might bluſh at thy baſe Dealings with G. X. 
I allo told thee, as thou haſt cited me, that he intended 
no other thea that Chriſt came to ſcek and to ſave, by 
exrning People to enquire after 4 loſt. God and a loſt 
Chriſt. | GN 

What fayſt thou to this? | 

C. If byLoſt we muft not underſtand man's bft Con- 
dition ;, what lefs can be underſtood, but that Feſus came 
to ſeckand to ſave a loft God, "Tirtrue, G, K, ſpeaks 
of People's FINDING a loft God, whom they had lf 
Ibid; p..35. | | 
- »Q. If this. be; true, that G. X. fo ſpeaks, to wit, 
that by loſt, Godz he underſtood People's Tooling of 
(Ged, what's become of thy Bluſh O Heavens, &c, Is 
Ged and Chriſt in a loFF Conattion ? It is well' thou art 
drawn to confeſs this againſt thy ſelf. 

C. But itil, if Lot be meant only of God and Chri#t, 
how 6an Chr be ſaid to ſeth avd ſave 4 loft God? Ibid 
8. Noſuch words ever fell from ©.X. to any ſuch 
Queſtionz: asthou makeſt them an Anſwer to. - Thou 
baſt unworthily- perverted both. his Words and Senſe. 
Though le be ſaid of God, yer. the Lofs is Man's; 
For every man who hath Toft God, is truly in a /oF# Coy 
&:ti6n.; Brut to apply that lo Conduun to God, and 
not-man; becau'e man hath loſt God, and ts admoniſh- 
ed,to ſeek after a loſt God, is to commit. great Injury 
againſt us, as thou haſt attempted with thy filly Toft 
nuation, viz, If Lci# he meant ONLY of God and 
> 4 X : Chrit p 


*. 
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Chri#t, &c, What poor begging Shifts art thou put 
to? 

C. Put to. put the. Reader out of Doubr, that wha] 
infer is indeed Las very, Opinion, G:F. and; },N. rel 
#,that the Seed war. 8s Redemptionavd the Sttd ut C 
citber then there mn ſt be more Chriſts ther ies Or Chy 
cane to redeem himſelf, Tbid. ) I 

Is it to put us. out of Doubt, to leave it in 
Doubt whether .G. F. and F, N... ever ſaid any fueh 
thing,or theſe words, as laid down togethet ? ? forthon 
referreſt to no Book, 

Bur ſuppoſe ir be true.; will-iz bear thy Infer ce; 
therefore God and Chrift art ins loft Condition.2.;} 

a!l one to' ſay, that Chriſt is, braſ'ed and oporeſſed, 
and crucified afrefh by wicked Men, and put to open 
Shaitie ; andto ſay, That Chriſt is in 4 ls Condition ? 
If ite not, as every ordinary Capacity may.e 
how needleſs, as well as how falſe is this Rant of 
p. 36. viz. Wilt thou aſſert the very thin a whhch Tanjey 

rom your Words, and yet ſay, I pervert them 
ie: ph efteem af hes, As v4 baddy, raſh a 24, | 
rate young. Mat, '&c, Thus T. H where its impo 
ible for hat to make good thy Concluſions, thou ti 
me of granting the Charge, and thenfalleft into os 
al Infults, the better to infinuate.a Credence of [Abj. 
lity and Honelty with thy Reader, 

C. But is it not abſurd, yea, blaſj TRE. to talk of 
God's yedeeming the Seed? Ibid, 

©. No more-Blaſphemy then is in. the Soripture, 
which ſayes, Our of Egypt have Lcalled my Sor, a Flace 
of Burdens. . But I the "fef wonder at thy Tgnoranco in 
theſe Heavenly Things,who never yet drunk of his Cup, 
hor was baptized wit his Baptiſm, nor knew the Fel: 


54 Of the Redemiption of the Seed. 
Fdlowfhip of his Death and Sufferings ; but art now 
adding to them by as provoaking Impietics, as any man 
of this Age hath committed againſt him, 

Give me thy Judgment: of theſe Scriptures, and my 
Conſequence from them. 44 God ſaw that there was ns 
man,and wendred that there was no Intercefſor ; therefore 
his Arm iy 0 irbope to hum, and Righteouſnef uſuſ- 
teined him, | $9. 16, Again, The Year of my Re. 
fremed is comt, and 1 looked, and there was none to kely, 
and I wondred that there was none to uphold ; therefore 
mine own Arm brought Salvation unta me, and my Fury 
** upheld mes Chap 53.4.5. Whence it isno Contra- 
gition to ſay, That God did rid himſelf of the Enemics 
aw?! previous Life,: or that he brought Salvation to 


-"T unfer from your Words this horrid Abſurdity, 
| dredeews himfelf, p. 37. This is thy Truth a- 
«& | Filter. +84 
'-©: Ttis not from our Words,but the Words of Scri 
—_ YES DAI I7 FOE oy 
thatany Man pretend! Scriptures to be hi 
ſhould herds plain No with {bj urdity and 


44 Chriſt is at one and the ſame time- at Liber- 
ry anitin Bondage, redeeming and redeemed, conquering 
and yer preſſed down : . And thought this kyndof Language 
be PMuy and 1 ola yet t how teReſt ws, thow art content 
to uſ[eit, P. 39. LLEES 224,3-v9 
Ay ay Ronde biweitlf thou wouldft be contented, 
not to abuſe it: Tsthis thy Religion, to vilifie the Lan- 
guage of other Peoples 'Religion ; nay, of holy-Scrip- 
4! (4.41 $0 pn Dio ng) {of 
But how dark art: thou T' Hicks to-make wy a 
ON- 


uo 
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onder and a Scoff at Chuiſt's caxguering andyetdeing 
ſed down at the ſame Time ; when the Scripture {o' 


lainly holds forth, - that he is cracified by ſuch counter” 
Ty Chr1ftiang as thou art, .at what Time he <5 in the 
Hearrsof his Children? And is not the Spirit ſaid $06 be 

verchr by ſome; ar what Tilne it ves in others ? And” 
is he not grieved by the Rebellions of ſome, whilſthe" 
is delighted in others ? Was not Godae"Ziberty at what* 
Time he ſaid; They made him ſerve with their Sins 7 
And was he Th wholez 4 mo—_ Time he- faid, He Was 
brikens '*Exzek, 6.29, Can * T.H. rakes that literally, 
thou reaſonably "infer, © 'be- ncphotes 190: 
cafe 'of theſe Expreſſions, aca or yryry rae 


us'd after the manner ofmen,. { 

that itis Abſurdity and Blaſ-: Premiſes a & od hadH 
ph-my, thar God heals him Eyes, Head, ms, f 
ſelf, ddivers himſelf, and imbontaged, 'broten,Wcy gh * 
taſes hiſelfof his Enemies; (02 en 
Words of equal Import. ? . gorrazber jo 4 more bi 
Methinks'thy unfayory Car-. Mecaphorical Signific 
riage ſhould reflet Shame 'He is herein eirker v 
upon W.Kiffin, with his E1- ® fy walidous, © 119 
ders, &c, tefuffer ſuch irreverent Trath.to come ant 
their Congregation ; if they valuc their Credit.they wi 
not ſuffer thee any Ng thus upon the Ramble. Buthe- 
tore Tleave thee in this Section, I have one thing yore 
to charge thee with, and that is, not only the \ufe of 
our words, by concluding from Man's being turned'to 
ſeek after a loſt God and Chriſt, that God- and Chriſt 
are in a loft Condition, but that they only want Redemp- 
tion, and that Afex and Wemen art, xot the Objefts of 
R edemption, gs in 3 Dial.p,37. Then which nothing can 
be more falfe, and conſequently, injtrious to a People, 
ButI have left wondering, that thou thouldſt be ba, 

$ IV. 
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good againſt | | 
God tian bg inthe Corinthians? What: might not a 
T Hicks have cavilled againſt Chriſt and his Diſciples; 


i 
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"Ops Nother Inſtance by which thou underta- 
utter. A keſt to prvve the / uaker no Chriſtian, 
is, bis Denyal of Feſms Chriſt tobe « diſtin& Perſon without 
bin: Is this truc,or no? _.. 

Counterfeit; 7 accuſe you for denying Feſus C hrift to be 
Adiftintt Perſon without you, p. 25... 

2. ay that thou haſt varied thy Charge, and given 
thyſelf an Anſwer to it out of my Book, which was ne- 
ver an Anſwer to any ſuch Matter, viz. Herein thou ha 
foo thy Ignorance and Male ; nor is it ſoin my Book, 

ut Ignorance or Malice:Thou alſo omitteth the Ground 
ef my ſo ſpeaking, which'is not fair, viz, The Quakers 
Jays that Chriſt is in them, Chriſe is God-man; is God- 
arr 3n them? Again, there 15 but one Chriſt, born of a 


Fir gin, that ſuffered at Jeruſalem :. Can that Chriſt be 
Seer -In'Defence,of which ſtrange Conftruttion 
of, pus Belief, thou haſt effercd nothing to what 1 op- 


d. Hawbei:,-1 deſire my Reader to take notice, that 
lines thou pret to own but one Chriſt, and fayft, 
tit is impoſhble that Chriſt ſhould be in Man, thar 
thou both denyeſt the Scripture,..and contradidteſt th 
ſelf;, there is not any Dodtrineclearer inholy Recor 
they that of Chriſt's indwelling, with his Saints, Fob. 
145-30» 23. Chap..15 -4,5.\Chap. 17.23. Rom. 8. 10. 
2 Cor. 13.5. Ca.1, 16,. Cal, 1:27, Revel, 3, 20. 
.. The fame Objettion thou makeſt againſt us, /holds 
them, 2s thus, -Chriſt is.God-max ; can 


b 
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is well as againſt us ? Is this the Way to prove the Que 
ker no Chriſtian, that makes that Thing Error, which 
can only conſtitute Men right Chriſtians” For if Chriſt 
be not there, - no Anoinring 'can be there, which Jobs 
fayes, leads tato all Truth 5 Beſides; thou contradictefk 
thy ſelf, as thou mayelt ſee, "D441. 'p. 22, 23, Butts 
thy preſent Charge, | | 
C. This I objett againſt you, your denying Chriſt #6 
bea diſtinth Perſon without you ; to which then ſpeakeſÞ 
mothins, ſignifying thereby, that you" ave. prnchea Ibid. 
26, "P7877 EE 319 
9. Itold thee under tie Head of Perverſions, that 
this was not all thou madeſt us todeny; \for thou did 
untra'y infer Our Denyal of Chriſt's Bodily Appearance, 
concerning which thon ſpeakeſt alas Av ee 
by, that thou art pinched, unlefsit be ro:deny thou ever - 
Giaft ſo, as p.26, 31, thereby adding a Lye'to the Shuf-- 
fle. But why are we pmeched,. becauſewe fay nothing 
to a Doctrine the Scriprure -fayes nothing'sf £ Give ime 
one Place that mentions Chriſt :obe a. diſtinit Perſeus 
withour ws ;, art than ſo deftitute of- common Senſe, as 
to think of proving the Zuaker no Chriſtiang becauſe he 
denies a Doctrine, not expreſſed in. Scripture ; and yer 
at that Inſtance -to \magnifie rhe Scripture, as thy ſole 
Rule: Verely; thou makeft thy ſelt a Deriſion'to al 
wiſe Men, But go ony- make the beſt of thy-Charge.. 
C. G,F. in his Great Myſtery,” 'P) 16, writes thus; 
Thou art dercived,' who faycſt Chriſt is diſtiat from 
the Saints : Can any Mancat the Fleſh of Chriſt; if his 
Fleſh be notinthem?; ! rf ot oat bY) 
Q. This ly thaw mayſt have found in thy Brother 
Faldo's: Baoks" 4nd thou might 5b have found it difended int 
mine, Where is Diſtintt among G, #'s Words, whick- 
6 
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are theſe; * But God and Chriſt's inhis Saints, and dwel 
 #ix them, and-walk in them-;/-and he, the. Prieft, is 
$Reprobate,ang out of the Apoſtfes Dofrine :, which 
Plainly ſhews that G. E; only oppoſeth Chrift's being 
at # Diſtance, as divided from the Saints, becauſe they 
who-know not Chriſt tobe in-them. the Apoſtle terms 
' Reprobates ; and not that Chrift and his Saints: are indi, 
Rin Beings. That Chriſt's Fleſh muſt be in People if 
they cat it, is {o far from) being either Matter of Error, 
- any Proof for thee, that, till thou'canſt prove, how 
'a Mari may eat his ViRuals without him, thou wilt but 
render thy ſelf Tidicuſous intalkitig at ſuch au idle rate. 

What elſe haſt thou to offer ? _ l 
C. G. Whitehead ſaith, Jeſus Chtit a'Perſon with- 
out us, is not Scripture-Langnage, Dip. pl, p. 13. 
We canhot own yout Limitations and. un'criptural 
Notions concerning Clirit's Being, R.again/t &,1.p.22, 
But (why doſt thou leave out theWord:God- man, 
which thou uſedft at fry. and was repeated by. G. W.) 
. C. If theſe tbe your Words, wherein is my Ignorance 
br alice' manifeſfl; in. giving the World an Acioun of 
your Belzef ? Ibid: P.;26. RIIGES ont 3.2213%; 
- £©, Thou mightſt as welt have: faid of our Dil-Belief 
ef-thy arſcriptural Belicf: Canit: thou upon/ ſecond 
Thoughts perfwade thy felf,that this is the way to prove 
the ' Quake? 2c Chtiflin. condom bim out\ of his own 
Month and evince his Errors to the World; thatwander- 
eft from ſont! DoGrine atid wholſem Words, to effect 
it. Howbeit, not ſo much for thy ;{ake, who makeſt 
tt thy Bufineſ to refider us a Seort:and Reproach an\ong 
Men, by the moſt injurious Prattices pon 'our. Perſons 
atsd Principles/;- as for theirs in whom there is ſogne 
. Ten. 
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Tehderneſs and ſober Enquiry, I hall endeavour to-take 
away all Occaſion of Stumbling, by this ſhort and ſe- 
ſrious Account of our Belief, I: 

'Tis granted, that Chriſt, who is God over all, bleſ- 
ſed for ever, is 4 diftin't Being(though not at 4 Dyſtance) 
fromthe Saints; Orherwiſe,it would-be all one-indeed to 

ay, as thou, T, H. wickedly concludeft, p,zo0, from 
thy own Invention of Man's being the Seed, which is 
God, that it is all one, whether we call God by the Name 
of W. Penn or. call W. Penn God-and Chriſt ;, a Blaſ- 
phemous: Abfurdiry indeed, as thou ſayeſt !..But then, 
what art thou that madeſt it ? Next, we never ſaid;that 
Chriſt was not as well withoxt us, as within us ; : for we 
cannot comprehend him, but are comprehended of humz 
We never ſet any. Limitations to Chriſt's Preſencey they 
are the falſe and. hateful Inferences of our, Enemies z 
And let the Reader bewate, - that he. be not- abuſed by 
them, For the Word Per/os (as thou uſelt it, in telling 
us of Chriſt, God-man, a diſtin&t Perſon without thee) it 
is no Scripture-Phraſe ; for in' Hed.1.3.,,"T:5a0uc Hy- 
poſtaſis fanifies Subſtance ; and in 2 Cor. 2, 10, is 76 
7607 (1-;, fignifies in Chriſt's Stead; Name, Sight or 
Authority, or for his ſake, as Grotins, Eraſmu and the 
Ancient Fathers have it. However, 1 hope for our Ten- 
derneſs in this particular,conſidering that T, H's 

is no Scripture-Phraſe, and- that ſuch: like Expreſhiogs 
occaſion People to retain mean.and dark Ap | 

of| God, and Chriſt, and his Place of Relwdence ;. we 
ſhall not ſuffer in the Mind of our ſober Read:ry. as Ment 
undeſetying the Name of Chr:ftians. Halt thou; TH. 
any twore to offer upen this Head ? 2 

- C. If the Light be Feſus Chriſt, and @ Meaſure of 
i in all Men, but more emmeatly in your ſelues; whether 

, We 
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W.P.. and'G.W. may not as properly be called Felig - 
Chriſt,as well as that Bol ly 5a v6. Out WO 
fon ? And why may not arvine Wor ſhip be, given as will to 
your as to him ? 

\ * 9.'That Jeſus Chrift is the Light of Men, the Scrip- 
ture holds forth ; but that W. P, or G. W. ſhould be 
the Proper 'Bedy prepared of God, for him{elf to be ma- 
fifeſted in (as was that-in which God was manifeſted it 
the Fleſh: in whom dwelt the Fulneſs of the God-head) 
is not ſcriptural, nor a Conſequen.e from our Opinion ; 
but a blaſphemous Inference of thy making, to be ab- 
horred"of juſt Men. Are we Chriſt's Body, as thar 
was? Did we ever ſay, that the Fulneſs of the God. 
head dyelt bodily in us ? He is manifeſted-in us mea- 
furably, to fave us: But was he ſo manifeſted in that 
Marihood to fave it? Or is eithzr G.W, or W. P, as 
properly and peculiarly the Man-hood of the Saviour.as 
Neth took to manifeſt himſelf Saviour in ? Thou ſhalt 
fee whither thy Soph:ftry will lead thee : The Son of Ged 
appeared bodily and viſibly at Zeruſale;y + The Son of 
God was revealed in Paul; therefore Pau! might as well 
be called:Feſws Chriſt as he; in that Appearance. Again, 
Divine Worſhip is to be given to Chriſt : but Chriſt was 
In Paul ; "therefore divine Worſinp was tobe given to 
Paul, Again, T. H. doubtleſs, at leaſt many of the 

ſts, | 


Bapriſts, believe they have the Spirit of /God, and that 
the Spirit of God is God,/ and therefore to be worſhip- 
ped ;; will it be agood Coniſequence, Thar T.H. or 
thoſe Baptiſts are ro be worſh:pped ? Theſe; vain Cavils 
wt Sophiſms thou undertakelt. to entertain thy Reader 
ith, andto abuſe u$ by; are great Inſtances of a weak 

Eak and an evil Mmd; | 'A 
O; Be nor angry if az4in 1 &gkahie, if Chriſt ſignifie 
| Anointed, 


'Y 4p + es. MY | ae 
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Anointed, \and God be Chriſt, as thou affirmeſt; whethes 
God himſelf be Anointed, Ibid. p.-3 4 wk by | 
: 2, It ſeems then, Sinian-like, thou doſt not affirm 
that God is Chriſt; and yet it is but two Pages before 
that thou ſayit,. T he God-head of the Son, , and the. Man: 
hood conjuntt is the Chrift, And D141. p.44, Thou cal. 
jeſt God manifeſt inthe Fleſh, Chriſt, Is not God then 
Chriſt by thy own words ?. But what Anſwer did 1 give 
thee tothy Queſtion about Anointing ? i 
\ C. Thou ſayeſt, Chrilt was nut anointed by Halfes. 
but entirely heron theu Contrad:ttcfþ thy ſelf, and over | 
throweſt rhy own Diſtintt:on between Chriſt ard the Bodg 
of Chris$#, | | | v7 
0. Noſuch matter ; for the Diſtintion came fron 
thy infinuating, that the Man hood of Chriſt' was the; 
the Chriſt, : becauſe that only could be Anointed, upor 
which, knowing it was lately thy Opinion, ' that Chriſt 
was God as Well as Man, I ſaid, that he could not be a= 
nointed by Halfes ; 4nd therefore Chriſt was anointed as 
God as well as . Man: What ſayſt thou to this? *' 
: C, The Difficalty ſtil remains: If God alone was thad 
which was anointed, the QueStion returns upon thee, whes. 
ther God did anoint himſelf, and with what, and to whap 
Eng? ©; rs 6 | 
Q. Thouart miſtaken, and miſerably begftthe Que-. - 
ſtion, 'and ſendeft it back again : For when thou (to 
prove the meer Manhood to be the Chriſt or Anointed) 
didFinſinuate the Impoſſibility of Chriſt's being anoint- : 
ted as God : Idid then, and now more largely return 
this to thee, ſince thou confeſſ ſ. Chriſt to be God as well 
as Man, and that God manifeſt in the Fleſh, makes the 
true Chriſt or Anointed, .and that it is abſurd to think 
he ſhould be anointed by Halfs 1s not God or the dis4 
F vine 
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Vine Nature alſo anointed ? if ſo, T. H. who « it that 
anointed the Cod-head, ard with what, ardto what End? 
Tie/eare thy own Words, and they belong to thy own 


 Dotirine, Thoudidft object againft onr Principle,and 


hapned tg contradict thy own Principle in i: I ſent thee 
the Objection home again,for thee to difingage thy own 
Principle of it, Firf, Thou groweft angry, tellſt me 
of contradicting my elf, and returneſt me the Ob. 
jection never conſidered ; but back it muſt go; and 
v hen thon: haſt found the way to clear thy own, that 
ſhall ſerve for thine and mine too. And thus I leave 
thee and thy Cavils in this SeCtion. 


_—— 


&. V. Concerning the Goſpel-Rule. 


Et us hear what thou haſt to {ay to the Arguments 
gave about the Rule, | 

C. You deny the SCY1ptHares to be the Rule of Faith and 
Prattice unto Chri tians, P.,38. 

»/ Thou would t here infinuatezas if our Faith and 
Practice were not according to Scripture, becauſe we 
do not affert them, but the Spirit that gave them forth, 
to b: the © ule, eſpecially, in new-Covenant Times : I 
grant the Scriptures are to befulfilted, and that many 
Heavenly Exhortations, Reproofs & In{tru&tions there- 
in contained, are to be regarded by us ; but that which 
1s my Rule todirect 6s 906 ut, Pcnron is fit for me 
to embrace, and what to'rejett, and how to underſtand 
that which is to be reccived, m-'ſt be the Spirit of Truth, 


which alone-g'ives true Diſcerning: Therefore let us 


bear what thou ſayet to my Argument, Rea, gan 
| KA . 
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Rail. p,25, as thou they {elf has cited it, Dial, 3, 
p. 38.21x, « That which 15 more Ancient; more un- 
cverſal , and more able to inform, rule and guide, 
« that muſt more eminently be the Rule: But that hath 
+ been, and js, the Li-hr wwhin; therefore that hath 
« been, and ovghtto be the Rule of Faith and Praftice 3 
What doſt thou offer to invalidate this Argument ? 

C. Then herein 1 have not mifrepreſented your Belief, 


*Y But is this the Way to confute ovr Belief? Or did 
we charge thee with miirepreſenting it in this particvlar? 
Doft thou think thus to evince the Truth of thy Obje4 
ions, to grant us the Matter objected : It ſeems, we 


are to take this for thy Anſwer ; and conſequently. + 


that the .1ght within is eminently the Rultyfor ought thou 
haſt {aid againſt it, Proceed, 

C. 2 ut foraſwruch as you often ſay, you own the Scrips 
tures, and the holy Rules therein contained: In whit 
Senſe do you « knowledge them to be your Rule ? 

Q. Thou makeit me to anſwer this Cueſtion thusy 
The Scripture is the Rule of Hiſtorical Fauh , the Spiri 
can her 54 Rule of ſavins Faith, Real, ag Rail. p.40. 
But can any Man that hath the leaſt Draghm of Hone- 
ſry or Juſtice, think this the Way to confute me, to 
$kipover near 15, Pages, containing ſeveral Arguments 
made to evidence and confirm rhe Truth of the fir t ? 

Had't thou not a Con'cience that dares do and ſay 
any thing, thon could't never have given me ſuch an 
unhandſom Slip. Butler us hear what thou fayſt to that 
which thou baſe cited, ; FEE! 

C. If the Light within be move abs to inf.rm, rule 
andoride, and thertfere more eminently the Kult ; what 
nerd «5 there of an hiſturical Rule? p. 39, 

Q. Didever any Man pretendin; to be in his Y Vits, 

F 2 talk 
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talk fo idly ? what is it but to ſay, If rhe Spirit of God 


was alwaycs mere able then the Scripture; whats need 
& there of having Scripture?Is not this to infer from God's 
Condeſcenhon to Man's Imbecillity, that the Light and 
Spirit of God are Imbecil :- Is uot this to reprobate all 
external Means, and to conclude God, Chris, the. 
Light 2nd Spirit inufhcient, becauſe that any were ever 
uſed : Is it a good Argument, becau'e the Light docs 
not reveal juch a thing, therefore the Light can- 
rot reveal {ich a thing, which is the utmoſt Strength of 
thy Oppoſition. I further told rnce, that thoſe who 
gave iorth the Scripture, came by the Enjoyment of 
thoie Things through rhe Light and Spirit of God, or 
they could never kave writ them ; therefore the Light 
and Spirit, and not the Scriptures, were the Rule of 
their Faith, Bur of this and abundance more to the 
fame Pnrpoſe, thou takeſtno notice : I further told thee, 
that the Prophets ſaw him with this Light, unleſs they 
faw him without Light, and that thoſe that believed him, 
when come, could not have received hiny' had they not 
beheld him with an inward Eye. Thus thou quoteſt 
me: VWhatReply makeſt thou to this ? 
C. That the Prophets ſaw bum by the Light of divine 
"Revelation, I grant : And thas one ao belicve tn him, 
that do not know ben is true 7, bus that this Light or 1nward 


If Eye is the common Light iz eucry Adan , that thiu 
wi:tft prov, P. 4.2. 


O. lt was formerly,and is again proved to be the /2e 


Light, rhorgh not thc ſme in Manifeſtations : Eve- 
Ty orc had th: fame Light, but not the ſame Prophe- 


es; nor'the fame $77/4rs ; When thou haſt proved rwo 


rward 11:15, it will be Time top thee to talk at this 


ats ; Nothing dd then, nor can now, lead truly 
f9” 
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to know and confeis to the Word that took Fleſh, im 
which V Vord was Liiezand that Life the Light of Men ; 
but iuch Diſcoveries as' proceed from 2 Meaſure of the 
ſunc Light, as hath been already proved. And ſhould 
I admit of thy ConftruCtion, that the Light by which 
ſuch as had 2 true Sight of Chriſt before, and at his| Co- 
ming,wa* not the ceramon Light, as thou caljctt ir; but 
that which thou thy felf alloweſt to be divine ; yet wilt 
thou give me Leave to infer tm thy Name,thar the divine 
Light was inſufficient, before fuch time 25 it reveal thaſe 
Things to the Prophets, ana gave tho'ethat were alive 
at Chriſt's Spiritual Coming, a Knowledge and a Serie 
of them, becan'e they did nor know them beforerhey 
knew them: For at this Rate thou treatef} ::5 ator t the 
Light within; the Light within doth nor do 15,7 be: efmre 
the Light within Cannes ds ity preſumptuoutiy conclu- 
Gnp it mſufficient to diſcover thoſe things, that either do 
not need aDiſcovery,becaule they are already xnown,or 
that it feemeth good to God inhis V Viflora to conceal. 

C. If tbe Scripueres ref thee there was ſuth 4 Aﬀan as 
Moles, David 2x4 Matthew, 6:c. wiiheat which then 
culdft no rave known any ſuck rears ; ſorhbe Seripture 
tells thee what they ſpoke and ywros uf; therefore the Serip- 
tres mrſt be the Rule of thy Belief, bub cancernang thofe 
Men and their Saymgs, Þ. 45. 

Of F prant that the Scriptures tel! me, there were 
ſach Men, as Afofer, David and Aurrhews and that 
they wrote 2 Bot what & i that grves me to believe the 
tings they wrote to betrre ? "The Rule of /aving Faith 
xs that we: {peak of, and not that which 15 hiftorical 2 
It is impoſſible for me to underitand the Trith cf tho'e 
Things, till I come to that Spirit of Truth that gave 
them forth; for no Man can know the Tings of God, 
DES. F 2 fave 
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fave the Spirit of God. The want of which hath been 
the Cauie why ſo many have been bewildred about 


I would ask him how he knows the 
Scriprures extan: are perteft, both as to 
Number, and Copy and Tranſlations? 
Several Books are :9R, that is certain ; 
docs the Scripture tell us what they con- 
t.ince? it not, the Rule is impe: fect 
by T.Hs Conſ:quence. The Copies 
arc above Thirty 1n Number, at leaf, 
in which there areThowſand; of difcrent 
Readi gs ; the Tranſiatirs greatly difer, 
and have greatly corrupted, Aiſo'l.H 
15 to l00k to prove the preſent Col!eti» 
on Canonical. It he pleads the Teſti- 
mony ot ' od within, Lzs Cauſe is gone; 
if Tradi:ion, I ask how > Is he affured 
the fir! Cann was rightly made > The 
Council as eicher Faiijole or Infallj- 


ble; If che Firlt, what Affurance haz he> 


It the laſt, ir gran:s Infa:iibilicy, ſince 
the Apoltics 360, Years; bur begets 
the Qu ſtion, How does T. H. know 
they were in the right? Arid if in one 
Thing,why no: in ali > But thoſe C o4n- 
cil con:radicied; and none ever gave the 
Cata'ogue, asnow it15; norcan TH. 
givea Canon for it, Andithe cannot 
aſſure us, that it js ec: with the 0ri- 
g 1a!, tree trum Var!aitin, Corruption, 
M ſ-tranſlatin,% c, :$ it isnot 3 he can 
never prove it tie are, as ie eg lea- 
vour -, in Oppeſtionio 1he Spirit j ior 
tha: i aiwayes Þ vin and porter. Bur 
more of ihi in tha Clirs, {143 Laker , 
not to leffen Scr/pcvr. our tro con ound 
ſuck C2v1. Cr3, 


che things there de- 
clared : Spiritual and 
heavenly Things are 
not di:cernable by 
carnal Men, they are 
hid from their Eyes; 
& till the Light ſhine 
out of Darkneſs, to 
give them the Know. 
ledge of the Scrip- 
tures; they are as 2 
ſeated Book,and they 
labour in aLabyrinth 
of Uncertaintics, I 
do ſay again, The 
Light in all Ages hath 
made known Do- 
ftrinesfat to be obey- 
ed, though not the 
H:ſtories and Narr«- 
twes of other Mens 
Actions ; which is rhy 
filly Objctt:on again 

the Light's Sufficien- 
cy. Butone thing [ 
mult not forget, on 
which thou didfſt not 
depend a little, as an 
Inſtance to prove thy 
Conceit, viz, How 
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unlawfulyif it had not been written inthe «th of Matthew 
Swear not at alt; "Dial. 1. p. 22. But this I proved to 
thee, to have been revealed above 400. Years before! _ 
- that was written ; © but what is the Reaſon theu over- © 
lookeſt that Anſwer ? Climas was taught by it rather to _ 
ſuffer a great Fine, then (wear; the Eſſeans had rather 
dye then ſwear,” which was long before Chriſt came'in 
the Fleſh :- Was not the Light then a ſufficient Rule for : 
their practiſing of an Evangelical Doarine by thy own - 
Argument ? But T. H. attthou not greatly aſhamed,  : 
that becauſe I ſuppoſed upon. thy Principle, the 'Light 
and Rule to be two, Real, againſt Rail, p. 39. That there- 
fore I contradit my ſelf, and overthrow mine own Opt- 
nion, ſaying, If Light be 2rven to' underſtand the Ruley 
then it ſelf 1s not the Rule, - munch leſs oreater then the 
Rule ; and a5 if thou hadſt come rightly by this Conſe- 
quence, fallinginto thy cuſtomary Inſults, telling me, 
To ts fo far from being Truth aeatnſt Fittion, that it 
d:(covers me to be a cal, heady, confident and ignorant 
Mar, one that neither cares what he ſayes or affirms, 
Hadſtthou any Regard to God, thy own Copfience, 
. thy Neighbour, or thy own Reputation, thou -wouldt 
never commit, much leſs continue to prattiſe, 'theſe ' 
horrid Wrongs againſt me, However, as 1 ſaid before, 
ſo again : I afhirm,that ſuppoſing the Scriptures were the 
Ru'e, that which informs me of the Rule, and teaches 
me how to uſe it, »mſt be greater then the Rule, in that it 
teaches me to know and do what the Rule cannotdo of 
it ſelf; I query then, if t'is Light be not the Rule, how 
and which way I come to underſtand and uſe the Scrip- 
tires ? &c, therefore 2»mently the Rule,the Terms of 
my Argument ;' for the Queſtion lay not upon partieu- | 
lar Rules. 
of 
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C. ' The Primuive Chriſtians rook, not their Mea: 
ſures from the Light within, but from the Will of God re- 
wealcd to them, P. 46. | 

©.. This is Contuſion itſelf : Are the Light within 
and the Will of God revealed inconliſtent things ? 
Who was it revealed to them (Paz! turned from Dark- 
neſs ro(Light the Will-of God, but the Light ? And 
what was 1t taughr them the Truth, when Foh# ſaid, 
They had received an Anointing, which abode un them, 
_— ht them all things ; unto which he direQed,and 
'with which he left them, John 1, 2,27, And doth not 
the ſame Apoſtle tell us, If we walk in the Light, we 
Have Fellowfhip one with another, &c ? Was not the 
Light then the Rule of their Obedience, and the Way 
an which they were to walk ? for the Accompliſhment 
of that Prophetick Speech, Iſa, 2. 5. Oh ye Houſe of 
Jacob, Come ye, and let us walk, in the Light of the 
Lord. 

Andis there any thing plainer, then that the Apoſtle 
Paul deſcribes the Children of God, to be tuch as 
are /ed by the Spirit of God, Ko. 8. 14. and that he 
exhorts the Galatiazs to walk. in the Spirit, chap. 5.16 
and 'the Epheſians to walk, circumſpectly, which was, 
according to'the Manifeitations of the Light, chap. 5: 
14,1516, Finally, does not the {ame Apoitle pro- 
nounce Peace 81 as many as walk, accerding to the Rule of 
the N:w Creature, Gal.6. 16, 

* I further told thee that the Waldenſes, Lutherans, 
Pret: ft 4.15,” alvinſts,&c, made the Teitimony of God 
in their Conſciences the chief Ground of their Belicf of 
the Scxiptires, Reaſ. ac ainſt Rail, pag, 48. 
| C. That the Walden'es, &c. made the Teſtimony of 

F: the 
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their Conſciences the chief Ground of the Belief of th 
Seriptures,is confidently ſaidzbut mere then ever W Penn 
is able to prove, (1 
Q. But if W, Penn isable to prove that the Walden- 
ſes, Lutherans, Proteſtants, Calviiſts, yea and Indepen- 
dents, and Anabaptiſts too, have made theTeſtimony of 
God in their Conſciences, i the Ground of their 'Be- 
lief of the Scriptures, wilt not thou then appear to have 
told a confident Untruth ? Let us hear what they ay. 
That the Waldenſes held ſo thou mayft inform thy felf 
if thou pleaſeſt, out-of their Hiſtory, penn'd by Fohr 
Paul Perin of - Lyons,. lib, 1. cap. 1, Cap. 11s Cap. 13. 
Luther taught, That the Spirit « required to the Un- 
derſtanding of the whole Scripture and of every part there> 
of. Again, The Scriptures are not to be nnder ſtood, but by 
that very Spirit by which they were wrot, Tom. 3 fol. 169. 
| fobu' Bradford, « worthy Martyr, [thus anſwered 
the Ar oh Bifhop of York, who catechiſed him how he 
came to know the Scriptures? We do believe and know; 
ſaid he, the Scriptures, as Chriſt's Sheep, nor becauſe 
the Church ſaith they are the Scriptares, but becauſe they 
be ſo, being thereof aſſured by the ſame Spirit chat wrats 
and ſpake them, Book Mart. vol. z. Þ. 298. 
William Tindal, another faithful Martyr in New; 
8 histime,writes thus, Jt 5 impoſſible to wnderfand the 
Scriptures more then a Turk, for him that hath not the 
Law of God written in bis Heart t» fulfil it, Again, 
Without the Spirit it is impoſſible to underſtand them, 
W. Tind. Work. p. 319. &-p, $0, 

B. Jewel againſt the Papiſts hath this Paſſage; 
Fiſh and Blood '1s not able to underſtand the boly Will of 
led, without ſpecial Revelation, therefore Chriff gave 
Thanks unto his Father , and likewiſe opened the Hearts 


of 


& 
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of bis Diſciples, that they mig ht wnderfland the Scrig. 
Bures : Without this ſpecial Heip and Prompting of God's 
boly Spirit, -the Scriptures are unto the Reater, be he ne- 
ver fo wiſe'er well learned, as the Vifon of a ſealid 
Book, | 


ſpake by the Mouth of the Prophers ſhanld pierce tnto our 
Hearts, to perſwade ua of the Truth of what they delive- 
yea, Inftit. lib. r. cap 8 | 

Beza ſaith, That the underſtanding of the Scripturer 
foonld be fetcht from the ſame Spirit rhat dictated them, 
S$Scez-1n Nov, Teit, 2 Ver. 1. 19, . 

Pet. Martyr taught, Thar it is the Spirit of God, 
Fhar reveals the Truth inthe holy Seripemres, Com. loc. 
P.2' cap. 18. 

KH. Bullinger aff:rted in his 4 Decad. & 8 S:rm, 
dedicated ro K. Edw. 6. That men fetch the Unier - 
Bending of beavenly things and K aowledge of the Holy 
o_ rom no where elſc they from the ſame Spirit. 

 Whar ſayefſt thou to this 7, H? Can the Holy 
Ghoſt be this Di/coverer and ToſtrwFer, and yet not 
eminently the Rule ? 

But inaſmuch as thou chargeft me with denying 
the Scriptures Authority, and then raileft, p,67. 
becauſe [ place itupon” the Te'imony of the L ighe 
and Spirit of God In the Conſcience , Hear what 
D. fohn Owen ſayes, The only Publick Anuthentich and 
Iufallible Interpreter of the holy $:riprure, & He who 
$5 the Anthor of thew, from the Breathing of whoſe Spt- 
rit it defiver all t; VERITY, PERSFICUITY and 
AUTHORITY, Exerc. 2. 7,9. ' V Vhat would 
have become of me, T. H. if Ihad ſpoken fo broad 
as this? This makes the Spirit [nterproger, Judge 2nd 
KR ute 


Calvin ſaith, Jt #r-neceſſary that the ſame Spirir that. 


Rule. 


T. Coll:er, an ancient and conſiderable Bapriff, ſhall 
be my laſt inftance here ; There is the Law and Tefti-- .. 
mony in the Spirit, ſaith he, as well as tn the Letter, 

The Law cf God 1s in the Heart, there it written 3 
ard there it teſtifics the Truth of God, And uf any man; 
fpraknot according to this Rule, it is becauſe there 15.20 
Light or Morning riſen in him. Sec his Works, pag. 
24). Again, x 

Others k;zow 70 other Touch-Stone nor Tryal, no ether. 
Lisht by which they judze of Truth then Scripture ; thus 
putting at #1 the room of the Spirit, which :s Light, and 
the Greater Light : For they ſayzthey cannot know Truth 
til they bring it to the Letter for Tryal ; thus making an 
Idol of the Letter, ſerring it 
pag. 24.8, ; Pf 

[ could produce a great Cloud of more Witneſſes, 
both of Fathers and other Authors ; But I hope I have 
diſcharged my ielf of my Engagement, and made ap-. 
pear, That what I aſſerted was not too hard for me to 
prove, and therefore thou T. #. wert too confident 
in laying (0: but thy notorious Ignorance in theſe things 
may a little excuſe thee, | | 

But thou chargeſt us with undervaluing the Scrip- 
tures, a FaultI abhor to be guilty of; Let-me hear in 


what. 


C. You contemptibly call the Scriptures the Letter, 
whilſt you entitle ſome of your own Pamphlets, The Voice | 
of Wiſdom, A Meſſage, &c, wherein you manifeft- 
ly prefer your own Writings before the Holy Scriptures, 
PIs 5y. 

L. This Cai il has been anſwered again and again, 
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Rule of cur Knowledge, therefore emwently the 


up in the room of Gods Ibid, 


"y 
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I told thee before, and thou haft cited me thus, © If ar 


* any time we call the Scriptures Letter, it is not that 
cwe mean our Boeks are the Sperir, or that we 
< jrreverently ft them (the Scriptures) below our own 
< Writings, but upon « Compariſon only between the 
© Scriptures and the Spirit that gave them forth. What 
Returndof thou give to this ? 

C.. It is to dggravate, not toexcnſe your Error. 

Q. Is it enError to call the Scriptures the Letter in 


2 Compariſon with the Spiris ? And an Aggravation of 
that Error, to prefer the Spirit befere the Letter ? But: 


as this all thou haft toſay to the Matter ? 

C. Why have you net reſpeft to this Compariſon when 
Jou entitle your own Books ® But that you would have 
48 to believe that your Writings are more eminently from 
the Spzrit then the Scriptures ? P. 50. 


Q. How do we prefer our F7itin7s above the $ Cy19- | 


ores, which we prove by the Seriprnves? 1 perceive 
fit is become almoſt impoſſible with thee to make any 0 
ther Cooftruftions, then what rather ſhew thine own 
Envy. then our Senſe. - Was there ever the ſame Reaſor 
For aCompariſon between. our Writings and the Spirit? 
Didwe ever ſet them up for the only Kule of Faith and 
Obediente, and that in Oppofition to. the Spirit, as the 
New Covenant Rule, and thoſe that maintain that Plea * 
If there were the ſame Occafion,thou fhouldſt quick/y 
| tearof the ſame DiſtinFion and Compariton.. - But gs 
Dn. | 
' C. Henceit 17, That when both ſtand in Competition 
nor rhur diſtinguiſh them,LLetter, yea, Dead Letter, 4 

the” proper Term for theSoriprures ,, bur The Voice 0s 

Wifdom re your Books: Art thow not aſiumed of i irs Ba(cn 

zeſs and Prophaneneſs © gig. $6 | 9. 


wn. 


hn 
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O. Whatever I am, I perceive thou art not aſhamed. 
of making me'baſe nnd I rung to0,and ptigting a moſt . 
horcid Untrurh to render me ſo: There is not. a Sens”: 
renc? 1n thy Book gives a clearer Teſtimony of the In- 
juſtice of thy Carriage then this 18 hand, For uothing 
15more frequent with thee throughout thy Draloguess 
then firſt to mvent ſomething odious. in our Name, and 
then, as if none ſo Modeſt and Ri phteous as thy felt, 
cry out, Who weuld not be aſtoniſhed at this Blaſpbemon 
Abſurdity ? p. 30. Art thou not aſhamed of the Pre: . 
phaneneſs and Baſeneſs ? p.59. C) Imptous Man, & n 
P | 3. = let this determine thi s Point between 1 _ 
os uce but one of ourFriends, tl 1at ever brought his 

Tritings in Comperstion with the £ criptures,callin” 4 the 
Scriptures the Dead' Letter ,Gthis ow m Books the// NiCs of 
Wiſdom, &c. and I will yield th ce to. have, writt 
Truth : If thou canſt not, thou ha RK but faſte ned Bo he 
neſs, Prophaneneſs and Lymg upor [thy ſelf . "mc ark 
tleave them ; for there thou ought eſt 'to reſt, till aw 
47s ne clear thy ſclf of them ITS 

Icharged thee with havin wro 
om, iorntiey viuatiny Be adjac yraggen 
ano 4arprre gtne) mtoſay, 7; i Dan - 
grom for sgnorant People to read i he Seripty, res; and 
Znen 1xing the Name of Feſuit and Reman'Þ i — : 
producing their words at large, whi ich thou "as baſe 7 - 
contracted to thy own Ends, leavir ig out what - Ker 
molt make for their Innocency, an d the rs gn 
ty own Forgery. ) evincen vent of 

Thou piveſt the words 

: thus, T. he IL, | 
gong In ny Cadatiee, and in area Ylle 1 
tus, T be Letter which hillech, 2 C J 26 mY 
row [ for thon (Pricf I BY ty 3. 0. 35 D. mge- 
Karſt the Sa ; Ry takeſt it Ore ts war with  4* 
% R177 | ; | 

ty, with thy carpal Alind, £19119 out thy 
Ca' nal 
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garnal Expoſitions upon it.) All this, T., H. thou haſt 
unworthily left out, that thou mighteit the better fa- 
ſet thy Fiftion upon G.F. and R. #. Iask, Isit 
not Dangerous to read the Scriptures to theſe Ends? 

And the Minifters of the Letter are the Munſters of . 
Death; here thou leaveſt out again [which # to Con- 
demneation, and you take it to make 4 Trade withit, and 
with what the Prophets, Chrift and the Apoſtles ſa:d, ſo 
rat ſome have 60 and ſome 1001, a year ; but Chriſt 
eryed Wo wnto ſuch Whited Walls] having left out this 
part, that concerned the Hireling thou putteſt'in again; 
And here you read with Danger who ſpeak, of them and 
ſpeak, a Lye, becauſe you ſpeak, of your ſelves ; Here a- 
gain thou letteſt drop [and You wr: /t the Scriptures to 
your own Deftruttion} (as the Unlearned and Unſtable 
do; and is got this Dangerous in then ? ) Then thou 
bringeſt in this, And to you it is Dangerous to read or 
ſpeak, of them ; omitting all that here Blows by me Cci- 
ted to clear them of thy Charge, viz. [who kyow not 
the Life of them as the Phariſees, who were learncd in the 
Letter, but knew not Chriſt : But I ſay, Bleſſed # he that 
readeth & doth underftend} All this Corey to give 
the Underftanding of their true Meaning thou haſt de- 
lignedly overlookt : However, let us hear what Dc- 
fence thou haſt made for thy ſelf, | 

C. The Queſtion reſpects the whole Scripture, which 

you ſay,is Dangerous and Killing ; The Miniſters of the 

Scriptures are Migiſters of Death, and it is Dangerous 
for ſuch toread them : What a ſhameleſs Man art thany 
thus to confeſs what I accuſe you of, and yet condemn me 
as a Forger ? pag. 57. | 
9 Theſe fovl and confident Queſtions thou uſelſt to 


a5k mewith which thou wouldſt infinuate thy Innocencys 
; | as 


of the Goſpel Rule. 95 
do but aggravate thy Fergery. For firff, How do I - 


confeis what thou acculieſt us of, when it is neither to be 

* found in my words, nor theirs upon whom thou chargeſt 
| them, viz. Its Dangerows for Jonorant People to read the 
| Scriptwes, 2dly, 1told thee they meant by Miniſters 
of the Letter, Miniſters of the Law and Death, becauſe 
of-Tranigreſſion, and thou makeſt it Dangerous for ſuch 
\ro read the Scriptures; whereas G. F. and R.H. aid, 
It was Dangerous for Hirelinss and whue Walls to uſe 
them againſt the Saints with thew carnal Expſitions, op- 
poſing themPhariiee-like,to the Life of them,wreſting thers 
to their own **«ſtrut:on. It is Dangerous for ſuch to read 
them to {uch Utes and Purpoſes not in any Senſe as thou . 
untruly ſayeft: © f this thou takeſt no notice, So that 
here the Reader may plainly ſee thy firſt Forgery ; ſince 
it was not the Man of no Lettcrs, but the Mer of Lerrers, 
ſuch as the Scribes and Phariſers, who uſed thera againft 
the right Heirs of them, of v hom G.F. and RH. ipoak, 

- And tiy ſecond isnot le's viſible, in that thou haſt impo» 
ſed upon the Reader my Confeſhon of thy Accu/ation, 
who never confefled any ſuch thing. Theie are fome of 
thy wonted Tricks, ever & anon imploy'd to cover thy 
Nakedneſs with, and to get off uniuſpeRed, from en- 
countering the. Difh culty of our Charge, Proof or Argu- 
ment, I appeal to God's Witneſs in my Reader's Con- 

* ſcience, to right us againft the many Injurious Prattices 
againſt us: And ſhall conclude with this Acknowledg- 

ment and Argument concerning the Scriptures. 

Wedo receive and believe the Scriptures given forth 

by Holy Men of Ged, as they were moved of the Holy 
Ghoſt, and that they are profitable for Dobtrine, for Re- 
proof, and for Inſtruttion 1 Kighteonſneſs, yerfigce they 
are Writings relating to the things of God; no man cart 

Zacks underſtand 


. 
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' underſtand themyor have an aſſured Teſtimony of them 


but by the Spirit of God, 1 Cor. 2. which alone reveals. 


thedeep things of God::1 It was-not the Scripture, but 
che Father that revealed Chriſt to Peter, Afar.16.5. 

- Further, The New.Covenat Times are Times of Ful- 
Glling of the Scriptures, by the pouring out of the Spirit, 


therefore Peoples regard ſhould be to the inward Draws: 
ings and Leadings of the Holy Spirit; The Law outward, 
was 4 Rule to the Few, though noteminently unto them. 


{far the Lord gave them. alſo of his good Spirit; & what 
for,if not to-rule them ?)) But the Law of theSpirit of Life 
Promiſed to be reveal'd within, under the New & Ever- 


Iafting Covenant, was certainly to be the Kxle under that. 


Covenant, being a time for the more immediate Fiow- 


angs forth of Spirit and Life. Wedonot ſay. that every. 


one hath hereunto attained - But we athrm, that God 
hath given a meaſure of his Spirit unto Men & Women, 


that they might receiye the pretious Promiſes,unts welt: 


 wedirect them for that End... know that T. Hicks, ac- 
cording to his wonted Baſeneſs,; pag. 4:9: interprets our 


faying, that we deny the Scripturesto be the Rule of + 
Faith .and Practice in honour to the Divine Light, to be: 


wr denying &- rejetting the revealed Will of God, thereb 

muſt hate their Parents, becauſe they are to love Chri 

firlt, Afat,1o, This were to ſay, that Paul's regard to the 
Law of the Spirit of Lifc in him, as his Rule, was notto 
fulfil, but to dtny & rej-& the Law without:If this Con(e- 
quence be ſalie again(” Paul;How can T, H'sConſequence 
be goud again!t vs?Ist to reject and deny theSeriptures, 
to have the good things; they declare of brought in by 
the Ercral Spirit ?_Aadfince the Scriptures cannot ful- 
fil tnemſelves in us, ;kytzhe Spirit,” is not the S$piritthe 


Rile and Guide to our Divine Knowledge and Enjoy? 


Jie nts, 
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ments. But from our aſſerting the Spirit to be the Ruſe» 
T.H, infers," That we deny to live atcording"to the Sorip” 
tures, a Mi.take he fell into before, which [ offer'd ta 
help him out ofin my Anſwer ; for to own the Scripture. 
to be the Rule, and'to live according to the Scriptures, 


arc not one and the ſame thing: For the Gextiles.did the 
things contained in the outward Law,and yet had not the 


vutward Law for a Rule, Row. 2.14 *.. A 
Nor is it to be doubted, but that :Pa#{-and. the pri- 
mitive C hriftians.lived-vp to the outward Lay (that 1s 
the inward Law outwarly declared) by the Law of the 
Spirit of Life, which was the Rule of their Obedience: 
Yet can any infer, that the outward Law and not the in-: 
ward was the Kale of their ſo living? AndI muſt tell 
thee, Th. Hicks> that thy Exalting of the Scriptures, is 
but an Egdeavour to throw down the Spirit; which $«- 
ersfice, be it known unto thee, the Lord:,of Heaven' 
loathes, And L will fay to thee, as G, F, and R.H. ſaid 
to the Prieſt, They are Dangerous to be read and uſed 
for thoſe Evil Purpoſes thou employeſ themupon : But 
as they ſaid (though that alſo thou didſt overlook) fo 
lay I, Bleſſed is He that doth readand underftanas them. 


Teftimonies cancerning the Rule, : . 
Irenens, p38. 242, 384, 389. The Writing 1n the 
Heart 1 the Rule, Again,: 1. 5. c. 8. The Word giveth 
hu Spirit 'to all, to ſome accarding to Condition, And, 
[.4.c. 30, The Fathers juſtified by the Rivhteouſneſs of 
the Law in them, therefore had no need of REPROVING 
LETTERS. | 
W, Perkins.Works, 3 Vol. pag. 220. The Light 
Nature and Grace teacheth to do as we would be done te,- 
pag. 221, Jt is the Fulfelling of the Lv, the Rule to 
| G 
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follow a. 


Scripture was not in all Ages, and' fu; 
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judge Scripture. . That. (of God) made the Rule, Some: 
thing ';n the Conſcience Happy Times, if Men would 


Bp. R. S4nderſon, De Obligat. Confcient, pag, 127, 
A' Rule of | Deſcerning without the S criptures, Regula 
Giſcernendi extra Scripturam;® = 

And T. Ccliier m plain words faith,'The Spirit of God, 
who is God, 5 the ALONE RULE of a Chriſtian, Gen, 
Fpift.'to the Saints, chap, 12. — The Spiritual Man 
judgeth all things by the RULE OF THE SPIRIT, ibid. 
The Law of the New Teſtament is'written in the Heart, 
ibid, 


But what need is there further' of my maintaining 
this Point, concerning The 'Lsght being the Rule inal 
Ages ; "ſince thou halt mae fuch' ample” Confeſſion, 
"That the Godly in all Ages before Chriſt jn the Fleſk,were 
turned from the Darknef#'to the Light, ' pag. 64, TiiY 
Light muſt needs be-within beeauſe the Darkneſs v I + 
there: And' it muſt 'needs be ſufficient, becauſe thou 
ſayelſt it was that which Paul was ſentto'tnrn Peoplets, ff | 
P. 63,64., And what could this Light be for, if notto - 
Guide, Rule and Lead them in the Wayes of Godi | 
neſs, and conſequently -the Rule of the Godly in al * 
Ages? Therefore the more General Rule;-becauſttic 
it; becapely © 
it was'ovf God appointed for the Godly Man's Wiſh - 
vnleſs thou wilt ſuppoſe, that they were turned tour ® 
miufficient Li | | 7 
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& VI. Of Commanas and Ordinances ; ' particularly 

| Baptiſm a4 the Supper, 

, Ouaker | Have fufficiently. ſhewn under ,the SriFon 
Fl on"? þ of-Forgeries the horrid Abuſe thou baſt 
n © committee in thy laſt Book againſt E. Burroughs; con- 
i» BY ccrning Commands and Ordinauces ;' I ſhall herefurther 
4 detect thy, Miſcarriage. 74 - 

The Matter charged upon E.B. I ſhall ſet down with 
his Name before it. | 

E, B, You are not. yet dead with Chriſt, who are 
{ubje&t to Ordinances, | 

\T.H.. The Spirit of God' in the. Scriptures aſſures ns, 
that they that kgep the Commandments of God are the 
Children of God - 1 John 2, 3,4. Yet. this Wicked: Mar: 
E, B. ſauh, That they who are Subject to Ordinances 
are not dead with Chriſt [Sec Cobofſ; 2. 19921. 

Q. E.B. pleads only againſt ſuch Performances 
under the Name- of, Ordinances, as were but Shadowy, 
Elementary and Perſhing things, appointed for a Sea- 
ſon, and to, paſs.off, :Thus thou thy ſelf haſt quoted 
"me, Dial, 3.p:59. Whatſayeſt thou to this? . 

C. Jf thus E. B. diaplead, whydeſt thou ſay 1b. 1y- 
ed hin? Ibid. p59. -- ; 0, 

,£.. Becauſe in thy former Dialogue thou madeſt him 
a well deny to continue Obedience to ſuch eternal Pre- 
cepts of Righteouſneſs, as thou thy {elf confeſſelt the 
Lioht within diCtate, as to Shadowy, Elementary and 
Perijning Things. For abouthis ſaying, That was nor 
4 Command to him; which, was & Commarnd- ts &:0ther, 

G@ 2 thov 


100 of Commands 4nd Ordinances. 
thou didſt moſt unjuſtly infer, That the Law which for- 


bids Adultery, Murder, Theft and bearing FJ Wo 


neſs, is 10 Law tous;breaking forth upon us with 1mp- 
ouſly Horrid; Ungodly, Irrevtrent, Patyoniters of 
Blaſphemy, Counterancers of Novices; Prophane Scrib- 
lr, with abundance more ; whereas p 47.,0t his Works, 
whence the Paſſage was taken, proves it to have been 
writ about extraordinary and particular Caſes : as, Thy 
Ritnms to Preach, becauſe Peter preacht 5 of, Plunging 
People mm the Thames;27 elſewhere, becauſe John baprizud 
many in Jordan : What ſayeſt thou to this ? 

C Then haſt a ſtrange Confidence | If t hoj hadſt 
examin'd the place my Quotation referrs tc, thou muſt 
needs know T have 40t bely'd you : If thou haſt not, hay 
cdareft thou thus charge me? p, 58. | 

2. My Confidence is grounded upon Examination: 
> nd this Ranting Anſwer will not clear thee, And the 
\ ore 1 $ that can be ſhown thee is, to believe 
thou'tookſt the Quotation firſt upon Truſt. But. in thb 
Dialogue thou art'left without Excuſe ; For had E.B, 
intended gereral Commands, it would not have coſt thee 
much more Troubleto' prove it, they to ſay. it ; doubt- 
lefs it would have becn'a Pleaſure to thee.” But as a man 
guilty,thou art wilfully ſilent about thoſe hofridConftry, 
ctions made upon his words, as the genuine Sen'e of 
t! e-place; and vainly thinkeſt to ſhift it off with acculing 

me of ſtrange Confidence : But I return thee thy own 
Words, If thou, TH. haſt examined the Place thy Xn 
[ation refers'ro, thou muſt needs kyow, that thou haſt bt- 
lyzed us : if thu haſt not how dareſt'thou fects nog ary to) 
charge ns? But what fayeſt thou concerning ſhadowy 
Ordmantces? 

| C. Foraſmich ai hou cr fefſ;ſt; that EB, did plead 
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of Commands 4x4 Ordinances, 10ot 
arainſtſuch Ordinances as were but $hadazvs, appointed 
cly for a Seaſon,” and to paſs off, that ſuch Ordinances) 
reno Commendy ts Hrs BY wil thou prove this ? 

Q. This is to grant, that thou art for continuing Sha- 
dows under a Golpel-Dilpenſation : My Reaſon againſt 
it 1s this ; Shadows /are Members of tae Ceremonial , 
Law, the Subſtance of which is the Goltel. The bring- 
ng in of the Goſpel is the ending of them ; becauſe Sha- 
dows give way to, and End in their Subſtance. But let 
me ſee how thau bringſt me in to'anſwer thy. Queſtion ; 
{Letit be obſerved, that there is not the leaſt mention 
finallthe Epiſtle of Fohn of any of thole Ordinances, 
_ o__y_ in ae 7% corruptible Elements, (9 that to 
ting in things of a ſhadowy ang remporary Nature, a- 
©mongſt the Commands of | rit, _ abuſe the Apo- 
* (tle. What's thy Return:tothis ? c 

C. Let it be obſerved what an arrovant,  nbuſiues. pro- 
phane and :mpert inent Man this W.P, is, Suppoſe none 
of the poſt ve Tiſtitutions of Chriſt be expreſly mentioned 
in bis Epiſtles ; did be therefore d:ny them ?. p.60. 

9. To paſs over thy hard Names, thou doſt ſugge't 
tothe Reader, asif this were: my whole Strength, in 
Anſwer to thy firſt « ery, viz, How wilt thou prove 
ſhado vy Ordinances to be no Commands to ua ? whereas 
K was never given by me to any ſuch Queſtion; nor ir« 
deed would it have been Proper to do {o: But ſinge thou 
hadſe. fo little Seuſe , as to quote Fobm's Words, Viz; 
Tory that love God keep his Commandments, in order 
to prove the Continuance of ſhadowy Ordinances, 
Thad fo mych-Senfe in me;as to make uſe of thy own ci. 
ation again t thee, where no ſuch Ordinances are mea- 
uoned,, uro,1 which thou fooliſhly queries,did he there 
wre deny tem ? which, was not the Queffion, Buc 

Ty 4-5 | wacther 


fo: of Commands and Ordinances - 


whether that Place proves them : But this I am bold» 
infer, That i was not John's Me fſuve to recommendaud 
perpetuate them, as thou doſt: And it is ſtrange to me, 
that they ſhould be of ſuch Weight in the Chri/tian Re. 
ligion, and not one mention them- inall-their Epiſtles, 
ſave Paul once, in denying Baptiſm a Share in his Con- 
miſſion; and another Time in regulating the Corinth: 
about their diſorderly Uſe of the Type.: If bodily Ex 
erciſe profits little in Religion, much leſs Shadoijs, 
Men run into external Performances, | without the Le 
dings and Preparings of the Spirit ; ſach Duties cannot 
be acceptable with God, running into external Imitat 
ons without internal Qualifications, gives ' but to boal 
jn another Man's Line: And ſuch Oblations are 10 h 
from being accepted, that they are abominated; Ti 
this let us hear what T. Collizy will fay, a Man ofgrenif | 
er Eminency and Antiquity than T.'H, inthe Baywll | 
. Way; I ſee, ſaith he, thar external Attings according 
_ # Rule without, 14 nothing, if not flowing from a Prin 1 
. ple of Love and Life within, Works p. 247. lol p 
ceive T, H. thou arthor of that Mind, ſo far from &< 
as to account it Error :'But let us hear what elſe thou 2 


to ſay, in Defence of thy formal unwarranted Practice +, 
CC. W: are certain, 'that our Lord did walk, ning *f 
Obſervance of poſitive: Inſtitutions; and he that abid1b \* | 
C hiſt, oucht to walk as be walked, 1 Joh. 2.6. p.6' *; 
_ 2, What makeſt thou forve, pervert, lye, ſau *: 
and abuſe us then? If thou 'wouldſt' be a COW * 
ffian, thou ſhouldf# walk. as he walk;d ; He was lll * 
thon art eN1VIOME ;, he meek , thou paſſionate ; he : 
e 


Sulferin?y thou froward; he was good to his Enem 
thou baſe to thy Ner7bborrs, Surely thou haſt fors 
that if thou walkeſt, as he walked, thou muſt have 


| of Baptiſm and Supper, 103 
do with that dangerous DdQtrine of Perfection, . as thou 
elſe where reptiteſt it! © Butat thy Rate of quoting this 
Scripture, and* folkyving Chriſt, «thou mat as well 
bring in Circ amciſion and the Paſſover, "4s Baptiſin and 
theSupper,Chrilt told his Diciples,The Spurit [hawild lead 
them ito all Trath, after his Aicenſion ; and higbeloved 
Diſciple Fohn referred the Churches to the 2Anonreng.,. . , 

C. You tell theſe Ordjiiances' were (uſeaus Figures' 
and Shadows," no longer to endure, then till te $bſtance 
comes, VIZ, The Baptiſmof the holy Ghoſt: } The Rra- 
ſon can be no other then the vain Conceit of g attuded mnd; 
for they are no Figures of the Baptiſm of the Spirit ; there- 
fore this_can'be no Reaſon for the aboliſhint"of them - 
Chriſt commands his Apoſtles to'ttach avid baptizts yrom:- 
ſing to be with them to the End of the Worla." : "1 

2. Who ever ſaid, that Breaking of Bread was a Fi- 
gure of the Spirit's Baptiſm? 'It's a meer FiQion of thy 
making,” a5 p. 197.” of \ Reaſ, againft Rath, will ſhew, 
But if Water- Bapciſm and Breaking of Bread ure'no 
Figures nor Shadows, they muſt be Snbancers, arid 
what Difference then there is between thee'and/Po- 


pery in_this Point, let the Reader judge! > And for 


Chriſt's bidding his Diſciples, "Go, iteacli, bapri- 
zing, Math, 28. T told thee, *Thatrno Water was 
*mentioned ;' and chat Zuke, inthe firttoff the 42s, 
*ſiyes, beforethe Commiſſion 'mentionedby 21a72- 


''*thew Could be given, at leaſt executed}, 'Joba bapri- 


(2-4 with Water, but ye ſhall be baptized with the bely 

*Choſt, n1t many Dajes. hence © And then” tomes the 

' Commiſſion in, Force,z (70, teach, baptizing , how? 

'with the holy Gboſlt, turning People from'Dark- 

God t» Light, from the Power of Satan yara 
od. | 


Lys Wi 


fag | = Baptiſm; | 

«(of the Baptiſm of the huly Gheſt do put this Com: 
on iu- Force, as thew, ſaift ; then the Obligation $0 
w-, Dyuties, ſignified i v the Commſſi19 cannot be" taken 
of: If fo, thy At gument Falls. 

. A 'pear Shy indeed ! Does my Argument 
fall, auſe thou: begget the, Queſtion ? which is, 
raw their Baptiſm be with Pater or rhe holy Ghoſt * 

If Baptiſm of Water be net intended,” then none ; 
Ade Baptilm of 4 flier. ;, for the Apoſtls were ne 
yo. perſerute:c Not the Baptilin of the boly Ghoſt”; . for 
phat 948 a Promiſe, not a Commiſſion, p. q | 
7 -.9.-Thou doſt but trifle od us ti Though 

obehaprized Wasa Promile,yet to. baptize was aCom; 
miſſion : T's be baptiz,od net many Dayes bence, was the 
Promife of Cht iſt, but go and haptizge all etrowbick 
followeth, was a Comm MT ; bs that ſt-was with 
no other Baptiſm, EN Diſtin&io ſufficiently 
proves, viz. John indeed baptized with Water, but ye 
foall be baptized with the boly Ghoſt not many D ayes hence, 
ſtay til}-chea; and 59, andreach, bapriving all Na- 
tions, &c," 

C, Te benins with the bely Goſs, 94s none of their 
Duty, it being proper perly Chriſt's Work, p. 68: ; - 

2. It was both their, Work and Duty; witneſs 
that Sivan Aegis would have bonght thitGifrof Pe- 
ter :--And that Paw! biprized with the holy Ghod, 
Atltii1'g, . Did be noritherein dg his:Dury ? | 
'"C... Irit proper to ſay, 1 bapthze you with the Spirit in- 
to the Name of the Spirit & 

9. Yes, if thou haft the Spirit; © unleſs thou 
wouldſt, make 4 counterfeit Chriſtien of hirg, whom 
thou, without the Spirit baptizeſt into the Name of 


the Spirit : wouldft thou have a Man baptized th 
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of Baptiſm. i6y 


the Name, 4nd not ints rhe Natwre of the Spirit yl can 


4 Man baptiz: into Spiritand into Life,” without Spi- 


rit and Life? God did whnvert, reconcile, baptize, 
beget and build up Thouſands to himſelf by chem 
unto whom the V Vord of Rechniciliation was com- 
mitres, and who were Enbaſſadors in Chriſt's tead. 
Now, as for Wares "Bapti/m, what Pasl ſayes of him- 
ſelf , 1 may ſay of his Commiſſion, Tr” "was 
not behind any of the reft ,* yet te denies arer- Bap- 
riſms eo be any, Part of it, an@1s as'ptainly oy m9 
af him,in Point of Inſtitution 1s anyThing'in Scrip- 
ture. $o that either Warer- Lp opt norte of Chrif s 
Inſticutions ; or elſc Pau! had no Commiſſion to pet+ 
form Chrift's Inſtitutions , which were Arabge. 
T. Collier determines this, The Baptiſts f Clriff & rhe 
B Wy Lark pit} OO «a4 4 
" 'But if ay'of you can ſhew a larger Commiſſion 
then. Pal had, ler him produce it; if not, I muſk 
conclude they Run, and are lot I bs; 


*; ©, I #4 «} « Y »A . 
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$. Y 11. Of the Doftrive of Juſtification 


 Perceive yp whit thou haſt writ of Juſtification 
I thou intent{t ro. end 3t the rate thou haſt manag'd 
the Controvelle Wwong , I mean with'che fame 

»ffles and injifice, I will ſer down thy Charge,the 
DF thou makeſt me give, and'rhy Reply. NE 


C. Thes haſtholdly affirn'd that Juſtificarion by that 

R ighteouſnefs:Chriſt fulfilled for us, wholely wich- 
out us, to be a DoQtrine of Devils,  Apol. pag. 148, 
What ſays thon 6 hy * ©. This A pology cited, 
4-4 ; | _ was 


| 


| 
| 


as of Juſtification 


þ: 12 to pgs w4s given to 4 malitions Pei, ea,th 
Fo1 EX Raſpreſs is ge 7 $4 


Lig ons —_ whom the Book Was Writ, and the 


rude e my writing it. -1 foteppn eh Hm want 
ron to Abuſe me, thou wilt makethem., But 
what ſayſt mn concerning, Juſtification? , 
$A T hou ſuppeſeſ# the Dottrine of Fr ifcation by that 
74 


þ cla mach Chriſt fulfs ied wheels withent 1s, to 
ha it-plea Ft and dangerous N ation Wha Reaſon haſt 


0:t0-6 Fay P. OF 5; 
ws Idoſo; taking my Worlsia my Senſe,.: and 
- [ 


Mow ue 1f, Becauſe, who/el Y WON 16, Fo an 
Pprpeal phraſe. :. 2aly, It;takes away the. pecelh 

c of all Inward Work. 34, No'maa bj ſti 4 
without Faith,” No man hath Faich' veivioar ba Fry 
cation and Works , therefore the Werks of Gn 
eouſneſs, by the Spirit, are neceſſary to compleat 
J ves 100, 
woes frncere F pry, oF 4 necaſſ uryto 6 onr Foftifica- 
Faith be qur ſole 


778 Ho fot But er HC 
Kidbes PX e& which we ifig6,16 ow; WP. 4 
Ang whetber T. H REM fe, hikret 
"another: thing... Was it th c Ouch ton, hether our 
"P,ith were he. {ole Ri ghteouſyeſs to Tuſtification ; or 
, whether Ju ns were by AH izhreouſneſs wholy 
Fig us and ons, Faith roo ? If a lncere Faith be n-- 
«c(liry;- then bec2uſc Faith is Mt Faich without 


Work, Jultification isn0t. wrowht wholcly with- 
Gur, 


of Julificatibn, "Y 


Our, I told thee before, that this, Doing f fiffe, 
ſpeaks Peate ro the iched, whillt wicked, | 'Byt there 
15 no'Peace to the Wicked, ſaith my | 
C. Its horrible wicked to conclnae, that what Clif 
bath aore and (nſfer:d without us, 6 to ſpeak, te} fo "the 
Wicked. whileſt ſuch, ; 
x Rights bue who 1s the Man ? Not W, FA for 
oppoling *a DoRrine which, leaves men. 35 wicked as 
it os Frag yea, encourages them in I "1 ap- 
peal to tte ſober Reader, if; jt be, all one, to oa 
that Juſtification, by the Rightrayſneſs of Chrift Ww 
without, whico leaves the MO Np as, polluted. ok | 
55-10/[prak Peace to the Wickeg,. whileſt Weg. and 
co aſlirim, 2b4t what Chriſt: hath-done 4nd [3 ve with- 
q#ut tu, igto (peak, Peace to the Withed, / _ ed, 
Thy indiret Conſequences Te H. arg,to, « Fon 
and numerous to deceive. any. ordinary 
But what ſayſt ehon to my Niſtinttion a one Jul fk - 
* cation ? .* Chriſt's VVork. was. two-fold; .rft, to 
© remit, forgive or juſtifie from the imputation of 
* lins paſt, ſuch as truly repeot and belicye. 20ly 
* By his Power and Spirit working in the hearts of 
© ſuch, to deſtroy: and. remoye. the-very, Nature of 
«Sin, tomakeanend of it;ro-finifh Tranſgrefſion 
« preſent and to come : The firſt removes the Guile, 
c * the ſecond, the. Cauſe of ic-; Methinks this ſheuld 
a little allayrhy Clamours, 
c. Tha Diſtinition of the Wark of Chriſt proves net 
what thou haſt aſſerted : 'iz. That Jaftification is not 
by impmration of anorhers Righteonſne(s ; mnch. leſs that 
ſuch a Faſtificarion is a DoQrine of Devils, P. 72, 
This ſhews thee weary of the VVork, or elſe 
hu wouldit not ſo ſoon after my Diltintion con; 
tinw 


of 
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fas of Juſtification. 
Tue in thy. miſ-conftrution of my VVords, fo 
te clearing of which, my DiſtinRion was made : | 
- Erant, that ſuch as Repent and Believe receive Re- 
miſtion, ora Pnying from former Sins through 
the Righteouſneſs of God declared in and by Jeſus 
Chriſt, But is this Compleat Juftification ? itis a ma- 
king Jnwardly 7uft, through a Purging ont of TIniquity, 
and Mortifying of Corruption , bringing in Chriſt”s 
Everlaſting Rig bteonſneſs ? 1f not, then to exclude 
this, and yet conclude men {completly juſtifi:d, 
by what Chriſt bath done wholely withour, « 4 
' Dottrine of Devils, fgr it leaves men in an impure 
ſtate, ang allows the Devils Kingdom to continue 
in beidg, In ſhort, it'is a& much as to ſay, that . 
; Fencalls what Chrjit hath done for Men without, 2 
Do&rine of Devils, becauſe #. P. aſſerys that ta be 4 
; Dottring of Devils, which maketh all that is nectſſary for 
Aans compleat 7 nſtification before God',' to' bave been 
wrought by Chriſt wholely without thereby excludingthe 
neceility of the ?uft- working,or {uſt - making Power of 
Chriſt from Man ro that V Vork. Well, but L alſo told 
thee of the neceſſity of Paich and Repentance, even 
to the firſt part of Juſtification ; conſequently, rhat 
men cannot be juſtifi:d in any ſenſe, withont regard 
had to any inward V Vork, viz. Of $ nification, 
- without which there can 'be no true Believing. | 
- C. Though this be thore'tloſe to tha” Poime then any 
thing thou haſt ſpozen, yet it is not cloſe "as to prove thy 
Polen : For'if 'Repentarice bebut a Condition, rheu it 1s 
not the (ole Righteouſneſs for which we ave juſtified, p73. 
' 2. Produce me but one Paſſigeof ours that ever 
ſpoke, that Langurge, and I will yet ſty thou haſt 
' not wroog?d vs, Bell les 'this Anſwer is wide'from 


ty 


thy purpoſe, though ie comes very cloſe to mine: For 
from contending for Juſtification by z Righteouſneſs 
wholely without (the Queſtion) thou art come now to+ 
contend againſ,,..a Jultification: by a Righteouſneſs 
wholely within, which was not the Queſtion.” 
CC. But thou /a1Þ Abraham's perſonal Obedience was 
the Ground of hs being accounted Righteoxs':" If ſo, Theik 
we are not made 7uſt by a Righreonfoeſ; perforrs' d without 
Ms, but by a Righteouſneſs perforw'd by-ouy ſelver. But 
ther, What wilt tho ſay totbis Text , Tf Abrabats were. 
juſtified by works, be hath whereof to glory, but. 
not before God? Row. 4, Z. pap7, 78. | 
9. The Apoſtle ?ames beares me out in whats 
ſ1id , for if Abraham were juftified by works;as ſaid- 
7 ames, then his Obedience to God's Spirit, which. . 
makes up. thoſe VVorks, gave him acceptance.in 
Gad's (light: and ler T. H. fay, if he dare, that 
Abraham was not juſtified in C_—_ fn his re- 
Ggning up 1/aac for a Sacrifice ; and if he were, how 
dolerr? ._. HEAR 
But that 1 might not be thought'ts oppoſe one] 
Apoltle to another, Know, Reader, that the Apoſtle 
Fame: ſpeaks of ſuch Works , as were nor W—_— 
10 Abrabem's own ſtrengeb, but through Faith and 
his Obedience to God's Spirit; and therefore Zvas-, 
gelical, And the Juſtification they. lead to,” wal a 
daily Acceptance with God. The Works the Apo- 
tle Paxsl ſpeaks of,” were meerly Abraham's iv bu own 
power. (as thaſe of the Jews fromthe Law ) therefore 
net juſtifying before God in any fenſe, leaſt.of all. 
could they merit Remifion, or purchaſe Abraham 
thoſe great Bleſſings and peculiar Favours that it 
Phifed Almighty God to beſtow upon him above 
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ro of Juſtification. | 
others. Works and 7»ſtification thus diſtinguiſh'd and 
atlow'd,” prevent Mens ſetting one in opp lition to 
the other ; and; here Pan! may come in wichout con- 
frediZtion to James ! If Abrabam were juſtif:d by Works 
he hath whereof toglory, but nat 9; ed, The whole 
Chapter concerns a juſtifying by the Remiition of 
Sins that are paſt, as the following Fer/es evidin e: 
Even as David alſo deſcribeth the Bleſſedne/s of the Mau 
unto whom God imputeth Righteouſneſs withcu; Works, (ay- 
Ing, Bleſſed are they whoſe Unrigbteouſneſs are forgiven 
and whoſe Sins are covered, Bleſſed s the Man to when 
the Lord will not 1mpute Sin, Rom. 4,6, 7, 8. $0 that 
the Righteouſneſs not obtainable by the Works 6/ 
the Law, ver, 16. and the Juſtification (which 44-4. 
hams own works could not procure) which is, ob. 
tain'd by Faith in the Love of God, is hereexplain's 
to 'be, the Forgiving of Iniquity, and the covering 6 
Six. But this is far trom maintaining th: Complea;- 
eſs of Juſtification from a Rightevuſneſs whole!) 
Without. | 

' ! , Teſtimonies concerning Juſtification. 

: Eraſmus. We gravt to be juſtified by Faith, that is, 
Hearts to be purged , See Faſcul. rerum expetend. 
p. 129. De amabili Eeclef, concord, 

. The Fathers were juſt by the Righteouſneſs of the Lav 
-4w them, Iren.-1.4.c, 30. | 
, Noah, Abraham, &c, were j«ſt--by the Law na- 

' #ural( that is eternal} Tertullan Adv, Jud. P. 184. 

/Clem. Alex. ſaith, That Abraham was joſtified by 
Faich, butt that Faith be calls T:3 14 X2:04p17Þ00, & per - 
fet purgation. 1b, T, pred, ,- .. 

' fuſtm. Martyr. Defenl, ad. Anton, ſzich, Socrates 
to with the 17o:0,"' end that be knew Chriſt in parts. 


of Juſtification, fre 
Defenſ. ad Senat. That was by the Light within : 
How could he know him ether wile? _ a 

Scultetws p; 38. of his Medulla, faith, T here. are 
ſome at this day of his Opinion, aid that aoreckon Melchie 
zedek, Abimejech, Ruth, Rachab, the , Queen, of 
$2ba\, Hiram, No2aman, &c, among Chriſtians. Ty 

H. Bnllinger D: cad. 1. ſerm. 6: de Juſtif. To juſti= 
fie ſignifieth ro vom t offences, to clerſe to ſanttifie and 19 
give Ktterance of Life Everlaſting. Again. Juſt ifica- 
tion ts takgn fot  Remiſſion of Sins, for, Santlification and 

Adoption into the number of the Sons of God, 
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6. 'V III. Of Perſoral Refleftions. T. H's Scurrnlous 


Langnage. The Concluſron, 


7 Hou accuſeit me with defending and joWMying 
E.B. in Curing, Raviing and Lying and that in the 

Nameof the Lord, Dial. 3.p. 10,'$2, 83. where it1s. 
to be obſerved, that thou doeſt. not onely. cſtcem it. 
ſo thy ſelf, -bur ſuppoſelt me both to confeſs it to be 
fach,and that notwithſtanding ] warrant it from the 
Lord. Theſe are thy black and odions Inſinuations and 
Concluſions, as'may at large be ſeen inthe pages, be- | 
fore mentioned as if to deny them to be ſuch, were to 
a/hiem chem \ſuoh;-for I know not by what other Fi-. 
gire'] allow them ſuch. But becauſe this cannot - 
appear leſs then an abſurd and incredible Lye, to alt, 
that have their ſenſes, I ſhall the leſs heed ic., Bur 
what Proof doeſt thou bring that E. B. carſes, tyes 
and railes ? To call what he ſayes by ſuch- hard. 
Names, concludes no ſuch thing, -All 1 ſee is, that 
thou” rygft to the words by him utter'd, asif a Re-* 
p<tition” 


its 


thought that ar what rime any 


! of 'RefleQions, | 
petition were a Proof :* Paor Man ! This it is to'be 
apon the” Frer, ' Proud aid Paſſionate: E. B, mutt 
curſe, lye and'raile, becauſe 'thinſayſ ſo. Is not this 
to a& tbe Dictator with a witneſs? The Truthis I 
ſcarce think there ever” was's fouler. Bur-thou , 
Komackſt my ſaying that rhe Scripture. allows: thoſe 


Names, and retor'ſt, it ſeetms''you can mabs the Scrip- 


twre your Rule for Lying, Carſing and Railing. "But 
this is as irfeverently ſaid of the Scripeiore as abu; 
Gvely of us, and aBſurdly in ie felf , can any man 
make them his Rule for thac which is impiovs > T had 
a& wickedly, th.y 
ccaſe to make them their Rule, Shall I' make one of 
thy Concluſions now againſt chee ? T. Hicks ſays, 
the Scripture may be 4 Rulle for Lying, Curfing and Rail- 
"ng; Burt isevery Examplc a Rule? a-Rule always 
rc 

my 


to Duty ; a Prelidentor Example not, Ts it 
ty coral) bad men by all the Names mentioned 
in Scripture, becauſe there are' ſuch Examples ? 
V Vbarrheri ſhould I call Thee, thac art as bad ama, 
every, jot; as the worſt of them ? This ſhews thar the 
Scripture cannot be a Rule in an hundred ſuch Caſes, 
bur the partivular meaſure of wiſdom from God, : that is 
your Preſent, and gives to und-:ritand- and apply 
things ſaitably , and noc 'upon' mere, | Imitation, 
where thy: Religion, ſuch" as it is, ſands.” I day, 
that our juſtifying our P-aRice by the. Example of 
Scxipture, does nor conclude it our, Rule; or any 
man s whatloever, in ſo citing it: And therefore 
thy thread- bare Anſwer, it /eemes you art forc'd remake 
$criptur# your Rale co prove this or that, is ove of doors 
tnd to bedeſpyed, 35s plaulibleas it looks : Again, 
if the Scriptures bs our Rule in any particular ond 
| ag 
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(and T'think we live wp to-it more then thou dreſts, 
witneſs thy three impious Dialogues) yer this concludes, 
not the matrer in Queſtion for:thee ;_ (inse-it proves, 
not the Scriptures tor ber eminently the Rilezcorthe 
molt emizext or general Rule, &c.' But T, Hi why. bas, 
E, B.rranſpgrcts/d mote thaneither Prophets Or Apes) 
files, yew then Cbrifthimſelf, when he; (taſuch care" 
nil men as thy. ſelf) ſeemed ſo-unkind and, barlk 18% 
his Anſwer and: Rebuke of Peter's Love and; Care of 
lim, asto ſay, Get thee behind me Satan? The Prielt 
that E, B, gave 'thoſe Names. (no oneof which was 
harder then Saran) was never halt fo:kind& to bim, as 
Peter was to Chriſt; Nay, they. were eptrapping 
Queſtions ;\ ſuch as they uſed to aſſaule-Chriſt wich, 
when they fought occalion+again{t bimy whom he. 
| called Children of the Divil,/ And weknow that ſome 
ofthy raceT, #1. in the former times when power was 
in your Hands, diligently ſougbt matter againſt us : 
6. Fox wag about the ſame time1ndiced for Blaſpbe- 
»7, and endeavours grea: in fome of the old Phari(ai- 
tal ſtock, rhy Brethren, ro take away his Life, E, B. 
knew whom and what he anſwer'd 1 And Ido ſay, 

that by: thy Argument about the Scripedres being the : 
Rale, without, further Regard thou oughteſtto ſtop 

thy Mouth,unlcfs chou-canſ{tiprovethatE. B, had not 
the lame Warrant the holy men of old: had, tg name 
thy Predeceſſers by y' ro. do which, thouw-muſt come 
to. the diicerning -of Spirits: And by ,what wile 
thou perforin; that enquiry and Judgment. How 
canſt thou tel}, whether a man uling Chriſt's Words 
to Peter, to a'loving Niſſwader of him from Suffer- 
ings, that onely intends bis Good, is well or.ill done ? 
The Scripture 1s no Rule for eur diſcerning arighr 


H his 
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this caſe; nor is it his Duty, in caſe he be1n the 
right, becauſe Chriſt's words are there recorded, un 
tels he be thereto prompred, of the ſame Power : 
Yer if he ſay ſo, and bereproved by any , tis and 
muſt be granted.char there is an Example which ſhuts 
the Mouthes, or ſhould do, of al! who reſpect 
the Seripturez which is our caſc with thee, Wel, 
bur Chriſt had no Provocation by Peter's words, bur 
the Spirit that lurkt in them, which ſavour'd not the 
Work of Gad then doing; To reliſh the ]ike caſe 
aright there muſt be the ſame Spirit ; which T, H, 
rej<ting for the Rule of right Judgment, to be ſure 
he can be no right Judge of EZ, B. But upon bis own 
Opinion ought to be lilent from further Clamour a- 
gainſt him,and repent of bis [curruleus reproachful Lan- 
guage, with which be has ſo'often run over bis Grave, 
But thou chargeſt p. 86. Nicholas Lucas with ſay- 
ing, Thar if the Bible were burnt, a4 good an one might 
bewrit, and though he denies ir, yer chou. tell'{t us, 
it never the leſs a Lye for that ; and that he knows 
bis Accuſers, Burt ſuppoſe it were true, had it not 
more become an” Anabaptiſt, and a Preacher too, 
(eipecially, when one of the Scriptures in thy Title 
P2pe is, A Man that i an Heretich, after the 1ſt and 24 
Aadmonition rejett , who never dealt ſo with either him ot 
ws, that thou ſo haſt pubiickly writ agairſt as ſuch} firſt to 
have dealt with N L, abuut it; and granting he 
had been {9 obſtinare in a wicked $31 ing, as tiou 
Dtizloguelt him to be, had- this been a ſufficient 
Ground fur thee to charge ir upon the Perſons and 
P-inciples of the Penple called Quakers ? Bur now 
thuau haſt civen the World a S1ying to meaſure us 
by, that firſt isof ſeveral years taading, and but 
Lately 
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lately raked up, and might have been either at firſt 


miſ. apprehended, or ſome word forgotten or miſplaced. 


24ly, That N, L. denies that beever ſpake it, by z 
ſerious Certificate in G. W's Append. confirm'd by &', 
Stout ,appeal'd to by thy Anabaptiff Informers, which 
thou haſt not ſo muchas attempred to invalidate. 
z3aly, That he abbors the Matter contained in the 
Story, and that withour all mental” Reſerves. And 
4thlz, That it's charged vpon, and made to be the 
Meaſure of Us and vur Principtes and Alotions, there- 
by making us to blaſpheme God's Spirit, as well as 
reprobare Scripture, (and that with no ſmall Ag- 
gravation) who/are innocent, by never ſpeaking 
the Words, by never countenancing ſach Words, & 
by not holding the Matter dire&ly or indire&ly 
contained in them ; and we doutterly renounee-and 
abhor both the one and the other. Well, T. Hicks | 
God will plead our Cauſe' againſt the Malignity 
of thy Slanderous Spirit : No Juſtice, no Diſcreti- 
on could ever have led thee to this monſtrous piech 
of Abuſe : thou ſheweſt how glad thou art to bedire 
u, by making other Folks Lyes thy Charges, and 
then inſiſting on them with as much Conhdence, as 
if thou wett infallibly aſſured of every jot. Bae 
we have ſome cauſe ro ſuſpe& thee more then ever , 
thy Tale wears ſo many Drefles : One whileit is, 
Thou mayſt burn thy Bible, and write 46 good an one thy 
{elf,, Contin, p. 5; Another while, We may burn our 
Bible, and mak: 41 gooi'an one our (elf, Dial. 3, pag. 3. 
And laſt of all, it is to go thus, If the Bible were 
burnt, 4s gord an one might be writ, 1bid, p. 86. Now, ' 
T. H. antwer ; thoathat pretendeſt to ſuch punCu- 
elity, which of wcſeare we 'to take ? The frff 15 

un - 


216 of RefleRions. Bs 
unlikely, becauſe what ever we think we could do, 
to be ſure thong canſt not think that a ©waker ſhould 
have ſo good an Opinion of an Anabaptif Woman, 
4 that foe could write another Bible 44 good as thi, | that 
we are ſure underſtands not this. If we mult take 
thee in thy ſecond Account, then the Woman is our 
in her firſt Story; If in the Ja Relation of this 
Fiftion, then it concerns the 2uakers no more then 
the Anabaptifts, For ſuppoſe the World were under 
one Emperor, and he ſo impio as to enjoyn the 
burning of all the Bibles,” and all were burnt, [ 
hope they are nor ſo. irreligiozs as to limit God's 
Pewefr,'who'is Almighty, that be could not furniſh 
us with one as good as this,eſpecially,lince Chriſtians 
would elſe,as you muſt hold, be without a Rule : for 
I would have thee take notice 7, H, that thou haſt 


ſo materially varicd in thy Charge, that now it is 


rot,wherher, if the Bible were burnc,any Man could 
make as good an one ; but whether if it were by ſuch 
Tmpiety burnt, as good an one wight not be writ, which 
words are general. Here, T. H. to give the——his 
due, thou haft helpt thy Fiend Douaker, by bringing 
him in, ſaying, what T. H. unleſs he would queſti- 
on'God's Omnipotency, dare not deny, 

But to conrlade; either cheſe Miſtakes proceed 
from the firſt Authors, or from T. H. If from the 
fir Authors , why ſhould they be credited at all, 
wlio ſhow ſuch incertainty ? if from T, Hicks; what 
Reaſon has he to be ſo infallibly ſure of their Me- 
mories; who 15 not ſure of his own Books, much leſs 
of his own Memory being found in ſuch manifeſt 
Pariations ? But lince every juſt Judge accounts that 
Atcufer and Witneſs of little Credit, that arc found 
divers 
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divers Aand- inconfiſteht- in:chein Stovies:4>B ho! cy 
ſober #4ader., | who 1s. made judge betwiztus, weil) in 
iuftice caſhier T. Hicks feomral} Credit 2with dim/in 
theſe attemprs: But 35;agrinſt Ny £ ſo" againſt 
$. Ecelis >T, H,' bas publifires fow! Slandery: VIE, 


Appraid. p. 1a; refleteduponichee,naun sbuſive and 
falſe Che - To which 1.cannot.find thatthouſaytt 
any more then this; chat ane of \2by Winnnſſer againſt 
N, L:icai# teſtifie, that” SIE, ſaid," ho uſed Scriptare, 
onely toſatiefie him Dial :$ p; 86, Douhrtleſwrbat Wite 
neſs has long Eares, thou: bangſt ſo-fafh(by"them; 
But he cartwitneſs it, | Bot why deer he nor? Is that 
Pur-off like to confirny the: Charge? Bux'grancing 
thy Witneſs remembers betteriagainſt S.'E. then N.L; 
Does S0E's. ſaying,: that! he vy'& Scriprurers (atisfic 
bis Oppanent, prove, that be ſaid, the! Scoiptives werd 
« Lys 7, Dq men uſe to proye Truths by: Eyes? Doth 
not this make'S. E. imply the Lye'to hi9/own-Prin- 
ciples,- which be quoted Scripture to:1prove* cent 
Truths ;, \'What ſay thog T7; H. 1s this to vince 


That he ſoon/d:fay, the Striprimer wea Dye! TRANG. W., 


the eruth of ceby ObjeRions and: Charges "againſt the * 


Lrakers, and ſecure thy Credit with thy own ant 
other Peope, that carties with jr whit merits the 
Deteftation and Rebuke of every bonef} mind'? - 


_ Burtbat-chou' mayſt go ourwith the ſame byaving ' 
Rant thou cameRt in with, and the like Honeſty, thog . 
telleſt ehy-Reader, that WP. w guilty of wilfht Lying, 


in ſaring,- that thow difngennonſly lankedft from a public 
Meeting,” and evaded} $2 , WR 
Proſe. :: It'is not unlikely bur thou takeft thy old 


Way of proving, which is in the end ro dere rhy 


ſef'of that thou chargeſt me with the Guilr of. #F## 


refer made thre'by:'G W' te that. 


.t 


mu ſayſt, , 1bar long before my Book, was out ,- then didft * 
| a —_ 


F 
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defire to' tveet with me, 414 1 refuſed, But doth this 
Proveme' guilty of wilfpl Zying, in chargiog thee 
with evading the offer made for x publick' Diſputati- 
on? Arethe cermes of :a Meeting for a publick Diſ- 
Putationinthy Anſwer Tf not, How does thy An- 
ſwer reach the Queſtion fV Vell; But I retus'd ;; 
todo what? To meet 4 Man in private that bad twict 
Printed 8 Knave, a Fool," an Heretick,. 4 Blaſphemery/ 
and I kaow-not bow much more, either 1g boſe” 
Termes. or if: Circumlvcutiony' to the” VVorld :\ 
No ſuch matter, T. H: 1 never intend toreleaſe thee! 
from the Burden ad Shame of ſo many'publick and* 
manifeſt Vl} anies. as 'thou haſt commirred againſt 
me, #Strangerto thee in all reſpets, and 'my Friends 
1n pencral; that it may be never heard of fuch'a man, ' 
Belides) Let me- tel! thee, *blook upon 'tHice to be ſ0/ 
baſc a Perſon,” that as thill always deſite to; have 
nathing<to do-with thee-(for that cauſe; and not? 
thy, Abilities) ſo never intend co truſt my! ſelf im! 
ſuch privatemanner with /atiy! man, thas is deteRed / 
of .ſugh notorious Pervirſion,' Lying” and” Forgery ;' 
there deing po Sccurityto anyone in common cow- 
verling with thee; ſave that'ebou deſerveſt go Cre»! 
fic againſt ,any man; who bait ſo publicklyforfcire® 
all Creditiio;ithy;numerous fifions ag aint mw, But to 
prove thoy;baſt* nor” evaded "the /publick Meeting, 
thou telleſt-rhy Rpader, 'char how diaft ſend fix ' ues 
fieng to Gif. to dtbate them yon mtice in a convenient” 
gone and place, that herefys d;. therefore 6, W.' did both 
Aoiffie 41d y5e:; -which is:the greas ſhuffle of thy 3d. 


Dial. io fircle or the Bvaſfon'of thy whole Book Epi- 


romized : Far as thou baſt pretended inthy 34.D14l.” 
that the Eyincementof thy own QbjeRtions, was all” 
$hac we required or ſtood thee upon to dp ;- fo _ 

ha . a cots rhou' 
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thou mukeR as if the Ditcuſfing of thoſe ObjeQions- 
(herein confider'd) had bin 3ll,chere was any ground 
to diſpute upon ; which was for thee, who art the 
Abuſer, te chuſe « Charge for the abuſed to inf pen. 
But why did{t thou not tell thy Reader, that G. #. 
fir [ext thee a Charge in writing ;, and that beoffered ine 
publick Auditory ro prove thee guilty of Forgerics, Selt-) 
contraditions, «nd groſs 'Erronrs , | from thy own: 
Dialogues Þ Tnſtend of yielding to the Teſt, even 2- 
bout matter of FaRt, where thou baſt groſſely abus'> 
us, thoo didf} in plain termes ſhuffic by a frelh pro- 
poſal of LPutſtion ; 25 if thou wert to teach us where 
and what to charge our Enemies with z and then 
preſcribe Rules (with many taunting Expreſſions, 
omitted in thy 3d Dial,) how to behave our ſelves, - 
on purpoſe to evade the Meeting. 1 would have thee 
know, it was our Right to make the Complaint ;; 
and hadft thou be:n 2 man of any Honeſty, thou wouldlt - 
readily have" conſidered it, and joyn'd-iffue' uporr + 
our Charge : This, in Reputation co thy elf, #s 
well as Wflic to us, thou ought not tc have deel in'd; 
And yet to aggravate the ſh uffles G. #.' proffer 
In his 4th piper ro thee 4 note of the particulars _—_— 
a Forgeries &c. if thou defiredft it ; ſo willing was he 
and others to have ſcen thee in's publick Auditory. 
Bt ſeeing this would notdo, he and I went to fobs 
Gladman's, defiring him to offer thee from 'us\, + we 
wew'd meer thee and who el[e to defend thee, inapubls 
Auditory with thr Dizlogue #n one band and the Bible in 
the other, the faircſt of tenders ; to make thy own 
Figk the 'Subjef? ; and ihe Scripturts, (thou ſayſt we 
reprobate) A Rnle, But this thou canſt not but 
know was alfo rej:ed: So that to conceal theſe' 
Shifer, nay,” to ſay thou arc no 5h«ffler, and which-- 

| | is 


rao Of T. Hr: Sewrre/one Language, 
is worſe,'to charge G, , with both Shuſſling aud 
112g, at, what time thou art ſomanifeſtly guilty of hk a 
to bighren thy Unwerthine(s to a monffrons pitch, 
* Bur az the Marrer of thy. Book{is injurious, ſo thy 
Lang aague 'inſolent and fFeurrulous , inticling* us 
Cheats, Impoſtors, 4 mad, arrogant, abuſive, prophang 
Hin, Knave, in dilcoyric [Coxcomb | impious Curſers, 
Eyars, Bleſphemers, moſt implacahle Enemies to the Chri- 
Bin Religion, af vile Impoſtors @s ever were, influenced 
and inſpired by the grand Impoſtor the Devil, calling 
our Religion, arg pant Errors, a myſtical Rowance, 
Saran's Snares, Blaſphemy, blaſphemous Abſurdities, l 
proclaims to the Wor'd, that your Religion us a rpeer Cheat, 
ealculated only to the Service of the. Devil, and. yerr own 
Zufs ;+ and abnling our 'religious Language with 
ſuch like Expreſſions as theſe; Impertinent Canting ; 
your idle-non-(eufical and blaſphemons. Prating ;- Termes 
that ag.much, unbeceme thy. Pretences, as they re- 
ſemblethereſt of thy..PraRices, ., Canſt chou with 
ood Checiroee upbraid E. B. with rebuking.a 
Prick; ip; Weripeure Langage, whilft thou baſt taken 
ebe' LiÞergy; £roughout thy Dialogues, . when and; 
wheretboy we: t.never. proyok'd, of ſuch; foul and 
froth y\Exprefſions, as. becomes not any Man writing 
of Religion? Is chis.to makeithe Scripture thy Rule ; 

or. 16 at the Chriſtian 1g3inlt the: Zucker ? and to 
prove the 24cker none? No..ſuch matter: T. H. but 
wagpry opt and that in the minds of not a 

w,\andthoſc roo, of thy own Way, though of 2 

better Spirit, who haye diſown'd them, Root and 

Braneb, I wavid gor,. after thy Example," reprobate 

allwith thee, God forbid ; That God has. turned 

theſe ill delign'd Attempts to, our Advantage, Tre- 

eacuber, what ſort of Salute was lately given theys 

5 | y 
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Religious 30d. Ingenious Perſoh 1n'BYifel (6hes 
ys ye the-Jydependent3} art thy refledtin 
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profeſs, viz. Th, 


his adh ro the! Way we 
upon, his adhering y Dy, 


he read thy Dialogues defore be over, veal ak 
Books _ Feed rmx ) and that the difbnget 


Dealsx it tobe na real oph 4. 
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thy ABU:SE $44 an Argument never Fj \ 
by thee, TH. if-thop;ſhouldſt write Thee Bl ; 
more, , unleſs they. were a remote from theſe 7 4 
wert fromHonefty.when thou writ'ftelie ty; who dot 

firſt Forge; andethen Lyrand Railtonainezin i  ——— 


Think net -with-theſe Comical Courſes to 6 tain 


thy Ends upon vs,{ nor: raze the' Fotudation of our 


Religion by thy abuſive Interlades 3.1 Ty pear 


_ briſt, bur Ap'd. che prophane $ 
writivs 2 ſort of 1/ock- Religion inſtead of 
Controyerlie ; 
the Vulgar gary” ie 
worſe Malice; arid 


lid 


h 
pt 


I of old 
Wit ) who ſa 


tue and. Gravity os. Socrates and | bis Friendsy ta, | 


pleaſe their Enemies! and profit bimſalt; the Hin-s 
ges on'which thy Dialogues curn, The Firſt. is-mant- 
feſt, 'and ſo-is th® Zoff ro the value of 300 Beoks-ac 
an-Impreſſion' [if ſome of 'thy Afitats. dovnor 
wrong thee, -aswe ſuppoſe not 
elſe) belides Perquifiter , hereby y proving thy ſelf, 
one of theſe nwruly Viein- Fulkers, who writeſt things thou 
eug ht eſt not: for filthy L,ucre ſake, applyed to us in thy 
T «zle- page; but due tothy Self. 

© And however /weet theſe, Courſes \may relifi-26 
thy worldly Palzre, thou - wilt-find-them deadly * 
ey in the Pnd; 


logunes, 


therein p Hal the Ln] | 


(ask.che Bookſellep'r: 


at what time thy owh Dia> * 


> WIR I en er Or on. 


Fra The Eonclufion? | 
loges, and not I, nor any ifnflaenced by me, will 
| Prove ſo many. ASSASSTNATORS in thy 
| own Bowels. God, if it pleaſe hiaz, give thee Re 
| penance, that thou mayſt eſcape his fierce VVrath 
| tocome, Amen;-- - Al | 


" Now ſober Reader, I ſhall addreſs my ſelf to thee; 


| 


l - 1674- 
| Not every one that ſayth unto me, Lord, Lord, ſpall enter 
| - "5rvo the Kingdom of Heaven ; but be that doth the ih 
(6 7,4 which is in Heayen, Mat. 7.21. 
For he it not @ Jew which i; one outward; wether is that 
Ciroumcifen which 3 outwardin the Fleſh * But be 11 4 
Jew which iz0ne ithwirdly, ' «nd Cirennicigon is that 
the Heart if the Spirit ; xd not in the Lerter, -whe/e 
Proſe is net of Men but of God, Rom. 2.28, 29. 
"Bit as then be that was born after the Fleſh perſecuted him 
that 'was born after the Spirit, - even ſo it is now, 
G11.'4.20." et | 
But be of good chear 1 have overcons the World, Jo.16.laſt. 


| 


l Page13. bme 7: read two fir Dialogues,” p. 34. 1.32. r. Dial. 2. 
of p. 41. P- 35. . 28. r, ſpoak. L, 31. Fr, Was. Þ. 41. I. 26, r. 76, 
p-451, 14. r. of; his, . les + po. EETEN 


| 
. 
' 

l 


: 
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A Poſtſcript by another Hand, 


; TE expc& to hear what the Baptiſts ini 

and about Loxden will ſay (as being 

appeal'd to) concerning their Brother 7howas 
Hick's Proceeding in his Three Diakques, and 


whether they approve thereof, orof ſuch Play 


Books, or Romances about Religion, yea or nay x 
for they are highly concerned to give Judg» 
ment, and to be plain ro the World herein, & 
thty tender the Glory of God, 4d Reputation off 
Religion, &C. 


\ T Ow, if you the Teachers'and Elders,&c; among 
VN the Bap:ized People,do not publickly clear your 
| ſelves of Thow's Hicks, and theſe his unjuſt Proceed- 
ings againſt us, and hereafter he further perſiſts 
therein, V Ve may take ic for grantedgthat you own 
his VVork;- end may juſtly deal with bim, and 
purſue him, not only as The. Hicks, but as the Bape 
cif; great Champion, peculiar Agent, or Repreſen« 
tative, Bur if you ingenuouſly clear your ſelves of 
him and bis Corrupt, Pervcric VVork; then his fus 
ture Miſcarriages will be chargeable only upon T. 
Hicks bimſelf, and you will appear to the VVorld, 


fofar clear thereof; and approve your ſelves the. 
od, Truth gnd 


more honeſt and (incere towards, 
Religion, 


THE BND: 


